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$i alla pars oft theologie, in qua facile eff aut errare aut accuſari, oft illa de 


trinitate. GzoTrvs, 
Many good men were engaged on both ſider of the „ 
fourth century, and ſo it bath been ever ſince. Ds, Joa 71x, 


Conſidering the exce!:nt characters of many of thoſe, <vboſe opinions wvere moſt © 
widely different, ve may aſſure ourſekyes thut many things aſſerted on the one 
Ale and on the other relating to the Trinity, are not fundamental in religion, 

| Da. Dobben. 


Which things [wviz. the deep things of Cod] woe ſpeak, not in the twords wobich 
man's wwiſdem teacheth, but which the Holy Ghoſt teacheth, 1 Con, ii, 13. 
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CANDID REFLECTIONS, &@c, 


Dear Sin, 


— HAT EVER may have led your 


thoughts to ſome enquiries, to you 

| ® indeed of an unuſual nature, and in 

S which you are deſirous to obtain 

farther ſatisfaction, you may be confident of 

having all the aſſiſtance in my power, and there- 

fore will excuſe this letter, if it ſhould rather 
exceed in length, 

I will not ſo much endeavour to ſtate and 
determine what is ſcriptural in the doctrine of 
the trinity, with reſpect to ſentiment or language, 
as what is merely human, While the doctrine 
itſelf is allowed by all to be peculiar to revela- 
tion, and 1n its own nature very difficult and 
myſterious, many unſcriptural niceties and diſ- 
tinctions have been made uſe of by the pious 
and learned in expreſling their conceptions of it. 
What thoſe various and contradictory modes of 
expreſſion are, and what their tendency hath been, 
are things well-known to perſons of much read- 
ing; and it is a circumſtance on many accounts 


very deſirable, that others ſhould not be wholly 
8 un- 
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unacquainted with them; eſpecially as fuch 
knowledge may lead to moderation and candour, 
and thereby more effectually promote the cauſe 
of truth and piety. Indeed, on ſuch a ſubject, 
the more clearly we diſtinguiſh what is of God, 
and what of man, the more ſalutary will our 
knowledge be. In order to this, I beg leave, 
Sir, to preſent to your view the ſentiments and 
expreſſions of the principal ancient and modern 
writers, as-they are, in a great meaſure, col- 
lected together in Dr. Doddridge's Theological 
Lectures, 4to. pages 379 — 404. There the 
leading deſign of this letter is ſtated with pecu- 
liar advantage. And though that book is more 
immediately calculated for the uſe of ſtudents 
in divinity, yet its numerous ſubjects of enquiry 
are rendered ſo intelligible, even by its mathe- 
matical form of compilation, that I earneſtly 
recommend the whole of it to your attentive 
peruſal. Nor is this the mere reſult of my 
eſteem for the method, in which my juvenile 
ſtudies were conducted, or for the name of 
Doddridge, though it is a name that will be 
ever dear to me, as long as gratitude can in- 
fluence, or the powers of recollection ſhall re- 
main. If it may in the leaſt contribute, Sir, to 
your ſatisfaction, the extracts from the Dr's. 
book, which occur in this letter, ſhall be diſtin- 
guiſhed by ſingle inverted commas, As for the 
more explicit and more numerous quotations 
from other books, which you will here meet 
with, I ſhould be very _—_ to apologize for 

them, 


EF-1 


them, if the deſign I am profeſſedly purſuing, 


did not render moſt of them neceſſary, and I 


preſume all of them uſeful, 


An biftorical ſketch of the Trinitarian 
controverſy. 


The firſt notice is due, on every account, to 
the moſt early chriſtian writers, particularly 
thoſe called apoſtolic fathers, and more eſpecially 
Clement, who is ſo honourably mentioned by St. 
Paul. (Phil. iv. 3.) They appear never to have 
uſed any controverſial term or phraſe upon this 
ſubje& ; no, not ſo much as the word Trinity 
itſelf, which, with many others, was the ſole in- 
vention of their ſucceſſors. Their minds were 
little diſpoſed to ſuch a controverſy, as long as 
divine providence employed them in the infi- 
nitely more important cares of planting and wa- 


tering infant-churches, and of preparing them- 


{elves and their converts for the moſt tremendous 
ſtorths of perſecution and oppreſſion. Such was 
their artleſs ſimplicity, that © not a few of their 
* expreſſions concerning this doctrine would 
© have been condemned as heretical,” if they had 
lived till worldly proſperity too apparently che- 
iſhed in their ſucceſſors a diſpoſition to endleſs 
and unprofitable ſtrife about words. It was 
their excellence and happineſs to be deſtitute of 


"thoſe refinements and inventions of after-ages, 


which, however adorned with ſcholaſtic and 
pompous modes of expreſſion, are in reality no- 
thing more than unmeaning ſounds and ſolemn 

B 2 trifling, 
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trifling, but have been productive of the moſt 
pernicious conſequences. It was a glorious 
ſimplicity, either to- ſatisfy themſelves with the 
very words, with which the Holy Spirit hath 
clothed divine truth, or to allow one another 
the liberty of interpreting (criprure in their own 
words.“ 

Though this deviation from the excellent ſpi- 
rit and temper of the apoſtolic fathers, and from 
the ſimplicity of their writings, was not ſo ap- 
parent during the ſecond century, yet ſoon after 
it became very diſtinguiſhing, It was moſt of 
all exemplified 1 in the writers a little before and 
after the time of the firſt general council, held 
at Nice, a city of Bithynia, in the year of our 
Lord 325, at which were preſent 318 biſhops, 
© They generally ſpoke of the Son of Gop, as 
having had a glorious nature pre-exiſtent to his 
* incarnation, They repreſented him,“ not, with 
the modern Athana/ians, as independent upon, 
but © as derived from the Father, and neverthe- 
* leſs ſo partaking of the Father's nature as to 
* be called God of God, light of light, and they 
commonly illuſtrate this by the ſimile of one 
© taper being kindled by another, and of rays 

, Propeeding from the ſun.“ This they ex- 
«* plained 


* Anengliſh tranſlation of thoſe writers may be ſeen in 
Archbiſhop Wake's Apoſtolic Fathers. — A new tranſlation 
of the Letter of Clement was lately publiſhed in Scotland. 


b Bull Defens. Fid. Nic. 5 4. Cap. i. p. 222---227» 


Edit. Lond. 1721. 
Wilton's Review of the Articles, page 70---75- 
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* plained by a, greek word [eee] declaring 

their view of Jeſus Chriſt, as of the ſame ſub- 
ſtance with the Father.” By this word, they 
&* meant, ſays Dr. Fortin, not of the ſame nume- 
c rical,. or individual ſubſtance or ſubſiſtence, 
« but of the ſame generical ſubſtance or ſubſiſ- 
& tence. As among men, a ſon is e with 
« his father, that is, of the ſame human nature; 
&* ſo, in their opinion, the Son of Gop is «cou; 
de with the Father, that | is, of the ſame divine 
* nature,” © 

* And they reckoned it heretical to ſay, that 
© Chriſt was [operovn3;] of Hike ſubſtance with, or 
only a reſemblance of the Father.“ © By this 
* word, they meant, ſays Dr. Fortin, that Chriſt 
* was of like ſubſtance, or like to his Father in 
* allthings .”* But conſidering how the apo- 
{tle repreſents the Son, as the expreſs image of the 
perſon of God, (Heb. i. 3.) it ſeems very natural 
to explain that paſſage of ſcripture as meaning, 
at leaſt, that Chriſt is like to, or reſembles his 
Father. Why then ſhould they cenſure, with 
ſo much ſeverity, what was a near approach to 
the apoſtle's language, and might probably be 
the very ſame ſentiment ? 

Some of them as ſtrenuouſly inſiſted on the 
neceſſity of diſtinguiſhing between [914] /ub- 
ſtance, and [vror20%] ſullſiſtence; whilſt others of 


them exploded the diſtinction with the utmoſt 
B 3 violence. 


* TFortin's Remarks on Eccles, Hiſt. Vol. ii. page 212. 
4 Ibidem, page 207, 
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violence. We are therefore told, that at the 
cloſe of the nicene creed was © an anathema pro- 
* nounced upon ſuch as ſhould ſay, That Chriſt 
& was of another ſubſtance or ſubſiſtence.” © That 
was plainly uſing the words as ſynonymous, 
Even Athanaſius himſelf poſitively aſſerts, That 
% ſubſiſtence is the ſame with ſubſtance, and hath 
* no other ſignification,” * Such an expreſs 
teſtimony of Athanaſius is ſo directly contrary 
to the language of that which is commonly 
ſtyled his creed, as in a remarkable manner con- 
curs with other facts to prove, that the cxped it- 
ſelf was drawn up by an author, who lived o 
years after Athanaſius, 

Whoever amongſt the nicene fathers were the 
authors of and advocates for this diſtinction be- 
tween ſubſtance and ſubſiſtence, they applied the 
firſt of theſe words to the Deity in general, and 
the latter to each of the Three Perſons in parti- 
cular, ſo as to make /ub/iRtence and perſon to be 


ſynonymous terms. By this diſtinction they 
conſidered themſclves as expreſſing a molt im- 


portant difference of ideas. And, in conformity 
to them, the ſame uſe of theſe words, in connec- 
tion with the ſame ideas, have been retained in a 
variety of creeds and catechiſms.—— The creed ſo 
commonly but improperly aſcribed to Athangfins, 

ſpeaks 


© H it eripag vworactu; U oο,2 AaAKoTraA; ElIR==TOUTDG 
E 1 x, x AWOFOMNIY) EXXANCIE» Socrat. 
Eccles. Hiſt. L. i. C. 8. p. 25. Edit. Vales. Mog. 1677. 

f H & vTor ao obe 554 N. odr a οντπνννẽatνον EXth, 
Athanafii Opera. Tom. i. p. 934. 
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of © neither confounding the perſon, nor 
« dividing the ſubſtance,” The firſt of the 39 
Articles of the Church of England ſays, © In 
e unity of this Godhead there be three perſons, 
© but one ſubſtance,” —The Aſembly of Divines 
at Weſtminſter in their Confeſſion of Faith ſay, 
In the unity of the Godhead there be three 
„ perſons of one ſubſtance.” —— And in their 
larger and ſhorter catechiſms they teach, That 
« there be three perſons in the Godhead, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, and 
«' theſe three are one God, the fame in ſub- 
&« ſtance.” | 

It may well be aſked, why were ſuch techni- 
cal phraſes, ſuch terms of art, invented for ſo 
important a purpoſe? Why was ſuch peculiar 
ſtreſs laid upon them, both in confefions of faith, 
and in catechiſms for the uſe of children? Are 
they peculiarly fit to make the diſtinction in- 
tended by them? To theſe enquiries may be 
given the following anſwers : 

Some of the ancient philofophers ſeem to 
have meant by the term, 9z, any univerſal or 
general nature, from which the individuals, ſup- 
poſed to partake of it, derive their denomina- 
tion, and by which they are diſtinguiſhed from 
other claſſes of beings ; and by the term, &, 
any particular being exiſting in that univerſal 
nature. But if, with metaphyſicians and gram- 

B 4 # marians, 

r Ou ic ore 0407, Xa asgiger, em MHOWY Fw) un” 


31 pore; Proojever x TUIWNO rw; - XEETIYOCOW= 
Kies. Suidas apud Suicer. Theſ. Eccl. in voc. obe. 
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marians, we compare the words, los and vera 
ſubſtance and ſubſiſtence, it will be often found 
that there is no ſuch diſtinction made between 
them." | | 

In the paſſage juſt quoted from ſo accurate a 
writer as Dr. Fortin, they are mentioned as per- 
fectly ſynonymous. And ſays Dr. Wilton, after 
having carefully examined the ground of this 
diſtin&tion, © Their literal ſenſe, as applied to 
e the ſame ſubject, will always be the ſame.” 
But becauſe the latin tongue had no word that 
anſwered ſo well to vr as ſubſtantia, there- 
fore the intemperate zeal of thoſe nicene fathers, 
who diſtinguiſhed between ſubſtance and fub/e- 
fence, occaſioned a long and violent conteſt be- 
tween the greek and latin churches,*—— As for 
{cripture, there is not the leaſt trace in the whole 


greek 
Owceveror a probatis ſcriptoribus id dicitur quod ejuſdem 
cum altero ſubſtantiæ, eſſentiz, ſive naturæ eſt; v. g. 
Porphyr. oucovoic as Twy Guawr uxas nuiTpar;, Ariſtot. 
o0poovoig 0: Tavre . Bull Defens. Fig. Nic. F 2. 
Cap. 1. p. 25. Edit. Lond, 1721. Concil, Chalcedon, 
Op0NOYOUhEY ULOY Opro0UTHOY NjhkV KATH TV a)rwrornre. Evagr. 
Hiſt. Eccles. L. ii. Cap. 4. p. 294. Ed. Mogunt. 1679. 
h Ougic cgi To ty tbr or, N. en e trie exyov THY 


vTagew, Ws To ovurCrG nog. Suidas iterum in Suiceri loco 
ſupra citato. 


Trogacig 551 0voie jETH THY. H apiluy Tu of- 
aid Maqpegov. Vid. Jackſon Annot. in Novat. p. 365 
. 1 

i JWilton's Review of the Artieles. page 85—87. 

* Spanheim Eccles. Hiſt. $ 4. Col. 910. Qp. Vol. i. 

Edit. Lug. 1701. Alſo Reply to Dr. Waterland, printed 
by Knapton, 1722. p. 454» 455+ 
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greek teſtament of having lo] ſubſtance applied 
to the Deity. So that if this only rightful and 
infallible judge in all rehgious controverſies be 
allowed to determine the queſtion, ſubſtance and 
fſubſſtence is a diſtinction without a difference. 
There are but two inſtances of oa in the greek 
teſtament, and both of them are only to expreſs 
the ſhare of worldly ſubſtance, which the prodigal 
ſon is repreſented as demanding of his father, 
Luke xv. 12, 13. Even vr is only once ap- 
plied to a divine ſubſiſtence or perſon, Heb. i. 3. 
Once it is put for the ſubſiſtence or ſubſtance of 
things hoped for, Heb. xi. 1. Thrice it is uſed 
for confidence; viz, for a confident boaſting, 
2 Cor. ix. 4. and xi. 17. and for the confidence 
of faith, Heb. iii. 14. Beſides theſe five in- 
ſtances, vrora7%; is no where elſe made uſe of in 

the greek teſtament. 

Here, ſays Calvin, we ſhould philoſophize 
*« with great ſobriety and moderation, As this 
«© is one of the deepeſt myſteries of revelation, 
* we ſhould be very careful, neither in ſenti- 
* ment nor in expreſſion, to go beyond the 
* bounds preſcribed to us in the word of Gon. 
+ For how ſhould the mind of man compre- 
hend within its narrow limits the immenſe 
e eſſence of Gop, when it hath never yet been 
© able to determine, what the materials are 
* which compoſe the body of the ſun, though 
* daily viſible to the naked eye? Or, how 
* ſhould its penetration, without a divine guide, 
K xeach'to the ſubſtance of Gop, while it remains 
| « a 
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* ſo entirely in the dark concerning its own ſub- 
« ſtance ? It well becomes us, therefore, to re- 
t ſign up to God the exact knowledge of him- 
« ſelf,” 


The more wiſe and moderate members of the 


council of Nice gave it as their opinion, ſays Dr. 
Cave, That no innovation ſhould be made in 
« matters of faith; but that it ſhould be ſtill 
<« entertained with the ſame naked ſimplicity, 
« wherewith, from the beginning it had been 


„ delivered to the church; men of ſimple and 


& honeſt minds not thinking it fit, that articles 
“ concerning Gop ſhould be made the ſubje& 
4 of ſubtle and over curious diſputes,” * Alas! 
This prudent advice was over-ruled, ſays Dr. 
« Pilton, by ſome other members of the coun- 
« cil, and principally through the influence of 
« Athanaſius, whole own private ends (cloaked 
© under the ſpecious diſguiſe of a zeal for the 
e truth) would have been l Wan. 

. 


1 Equidem hic, ſiquando alias in reconditis ſeripturæ 
myſteriis, ſobrie multaque cum moderatione philoſophan- 


8 


dum; adhibita etiam multa cautione, ne aut cogitatio aut 


lingua ultra procedat quam verbi Dei fines ſe protendunt. 
Quomodo enim immenſam Dei eſſentiam ad ſuam modu- 
lam mens humana definiat, quæ nondum ſtatuere certo 
potuit, quale ſit ſolis corpus, quod tamen oculis quotidie 
conſpicitur? Imo vero, quomodo proprio ductu ad Dei 
uſque fubftantiam excutiendam penetret, quæ ſuam ipſius 
minime e Quare Deo libenter permittamus 
ſul cognitionerff. \ Calvini Inftit. Lib, i. Cap. 13. C21. 
P- 40. Edit. Lug. Batav. 1654. 


® Cave's Life of Athanaſius. F 3. 


1 
u if the ſcriptural phraſes had been determined 


to be preterable to the words of men's inven- 
* tion.“ “ 


It appears by the moſt authentic ebene 
of antiquity, that, amongſt the nicene fathers, na 
one's moral character was ſo exceptionable as 
that of Athanafius. He was condemned, ſays 
„Dr. Fortin, by a council held at Tyre, for 
« having obtained the ſee of Alexandria by un- 
& juſtifiable methods, and for other and worſe 
% miſdemeanors, if Philoſtorgius may be credit. 
« ed. This hiſtorian, though a favourer of the 
« Arian cauſe, yet freely cenſures Arius, where 
& he thought him reprehenſible, and therefore 
« might be a fair relator of other points.“ 
Bp. Clayton and Dr. Wilton are yet more explicit 
in obſerving, © how Athanaſius treated all the 
« reſt of mankind, and even his own royal 
“ malter, Conſtantine. the Great, with the utmoſt 
« inſolence, having paid a ſervile court to the 
« Papal Chair. Inſomuch that in the books 
of the Canon Law, the firſt precedent that is, 
4 or can be produced in ſupport of the Papal 
„ Supremacy, is this inſtance of the ſervile ſub- 
« jection that was paid by Athanafius to Pope 
% Julius.“ This, no doubt, atoned with the 
Court of Rome for his many flagrant immorali- 
ties, and after his death merited a canonization. 
And ſays Mr. Robinſon of Cambridge, We 
« give 


-..4 
® Wilton's Review of the Articles. page 71. 
* Jertin's Remarks on Eccles, Hit. Vol. ii. page 197. 
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&« give up St. Athanaſius. He was, we think, 
6 no ſaint, but an enormous ſinner.“ Such 
ſtrictures on ſo diſtinguiſhed a perſon are 
thought by ſome to be altogether invidious, 
and to have nothing to do with the doctrine of 
the Trinity; while others have judged ir of no 
little importance, both to hiſtorical and theolo- 
gical truth;.thus to lay open the ſources, from 
whence the church of Chriſt hath derived, for 
ſo many centuries, a conſiderable part of its in- 
felicity and diſhonour, 
© Thoſe alſo were condemned as heretical by 
© the nicene council, who, either on the one 
© hand, maintained there was but one nature; 
© or, on the other, that there were two perſons 
* in Chriſt. Under the ſame heretical cenſure 
they included thoſe, who aſſerted the Son to 
© have been produced by creation, or to be in 
© the number of creatures. They ran into ſe- 
© yeral other ſubtleties of expreſſion, by which 
© they ſeemed to ſtudy, rather to conceal, than 
© to explain their ſentiments.” And amidſt the 
obſcurity of their manner of treating the ſubject, 
© they grew ſo warm, as to anathematize, op- 
© poſe, and even murther each other, on account 
of ſome or other of their unſcriptural phraſes.“ 
It is not therefore to be wondered at, that ſuch 
2 


Bp. Clayton Eſſay on Spirit. F 133, 141, 142. page 
135, &c.— And his Speech in the Houſe of Lords in Ire- 
land, Feb. 2, 1756, ——W#ilton's Review of the Articlat, 
page 79---81.—— Robinſon's Plea for the Divinity of 
Chrif. 1ſt, Edit. | | 
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a conduct ſhould bring, as it did, a laſting re- 
proach upon their common chriſtianity, both 
among Jeus and Pagans.* Indeed their beſt 
friends ſaw in them ſo much to blame, that the 
Emperor Conſtantine himſelf, in an epiſtle in part 
recited by Socrates, the hiſtorian, directed to 
Alexander, the orthodox patriarch of Alexandria, 
and his preſbyter Arius, freely tells them, © The 
„ controverſy between you hath no reference to 
&« any of the great duties enjoined by ſcripture, 
“ nor to any new appointment in the worſhip 
«© of Gop, As you appear to be of one and 
& the ſame ſentiment, there is not the leaſt ſha- 
& dow of a plea for interrupting communion 
« with each other. What, therefore, can be 
% more unreaſonable, indecent, or impious, than 
* your contending with ſuch obſtinacy and 
tc acrimony of temper, about a matter of the 
“ moſt trifling nature,” [their different way of 
expreſſing themſelves concerning the divinity of 
Chriſt, ] “ at the ſame time that ſuch multitudes 
&* of the people of Gop are under your direc- 
&« tion and determination in their moſt impor- 
te tant concerns ?”* Though Arius afterward 
more 
4 Chandler's Hift. of Perſecution, page 39, &c. 
r Oo ve urig Tov xoguPaiov Twy i TW Vow RTP 
parrwy vpuir np wgoPacr;, ou nam Tis vw urig Th; Tov 
Mien bene, aigeor; aruonx)n. A’ wa xa: r autor 
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rug xeuuna; ovinya Jwacles cvnniur, ſecundum Euſe- 
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„ 
more ſeverely felt the Emperor's diſpleaſure, 
on account of his opinions, yet he was again 
reſtored to the royal favour, upon preſenting a 
confeſſion of his faith, in which he approached 
very nigh to the language of the nicene creed. 
For ſays Dr. Wilton, © It I was an Arian, in 
judgment, I ſhould have no objection to the 
&* phraſeology of this creed.”* Maſſeim tells 
us, That Arius was invited to Conſtantinople 
“ by the emperor Conſtantine, in order to greater 
t preferment, and died there in a very diſmal 
« manner, in the year 336,” — The tranſlator 
of Moſheim adds in a note the following words. 
After having examined this matter with the 


« utmoſt care, it appears to me extremely pro- 


“ bable, that this unhappy man was a victim 
« to the reſentment of his enemies, and was 
& deſtroyed by poiſon, or ſome other violent 
« method. A blind and fanatical zeal for certain 
« ſyſtems of faith hath, in all ages, produced 
c ſuch horrible acts of cruelty and injuſtice.“ 
When Calvin is tak ing notice of the various 
cauſes, which concurred in their operation for 
12 depra- 


QuAoreizourrwy, TorouToy Toy Tov Otou Actor Tai; g 10 
vi h pete ov Tgoraxes Has To LILLE 4 ort Terror, 
evTe og Dare eas wife Tl. Socrat. Hiſt, Eccleſ, 
Lib. i. Cap. 7. p. 16. Ed. Mogunt. 1677. Vid. etiam, 


Euſeb. de Vita Conſtantini Mag. Lib. ii. Cap. 6473, 


p. 473478. Ed. Mogunt. 1677. Ubi hæc Epiſtola 
exſtat integra. | | 
* Wilton's Review of the Articles. page 72.73. 

t Moſheim's Eccles. Hiſt. Vol. i. page 340. 8vo. 
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depraving the moſt pure of the general councils, 
he laſt of all mentions ©& Their falling out 
« amongſt themſelves.” He then adds theſe 
remarkable words. We have an illuſtrious 
&« diſplay of the influence of the laſt mentioned 
« and moſt fatal cauſe, in the council of Nice, 
% which in point of dignity is deſervedly held 
& in the higheſt eſteem, While the principal 
„ article of our faith was there in a perilous 
„ ſituation, and Arius, the enemy with whom 
&* the conflict was to be maintained, was preſent, 
„ in readineſs to exert all his hoſtile efforts; . 
4 they nevertheleſs, inattentive to theſe alarm- 
« ing dangers, like perſons, who had even loſt 
* the ſenſe of gravity, modeſty, and all huma- 
* nity, neglected the conteſt, which they had be- 
“ fore them, and, as if they had come thither 
* with a fixed deſign to gratify Arius, began to 
t tear each other to pieces with inteſtine diſ- 
“ cords; pointing the arrow, which ought to 
e have been aimed at Arius, againſt themſelves, 
* loudly charging each other with atrocious 
* crimes, and letting fly abroad their defamatory - 
* hbels, Never would their contentions have 
« ended, till they had pierced each other 
* thro* with the wounds which they mutually 
: gave, unleſs the emperor Conſtantine had in- 
* terpoſed: who profeſſing that an examina- 
tion into their lives was a matter above his 
* knowledge, corrected their intemperate heat 
* by commendation, rather than by rebuke. 
* How unlikely is it, that any ſucceeding coun- 
| 7 
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& cils ſhould be leſs culpable! Indeed, this is 
* 2 circumſtance that little needs illuſtration. 
« Let any one peruſe their tranſactions, and to 
« ſpeak in the ſofteſt terms, he muſt bear wit- 


« neſs, to their numerous miſtakes.” 
In this manner was Calvin obliged, by the 
fulleſt evidence of eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, to cen- 
ſure the moſt celebrated councils, and particu- 
larly that of Nice. With how much greater 
freedom would he have animadverted upon 
them, had he himſelf, and the age in which he 
lived, 


Vel NY nimis affectu nonnunquam præcipites fere- 
bantur. Hujus poſtremi (quod omnium duriſſimum vide- 
tur) exemplum illuſtre extitit in Nicæna ſynodo: cujus digs 
nitas omnium conſenſu ſumma veneratione, ut merebatur, 
. Excepta eſt. Nam quum primarium fidei noſtræ caput 
illic periclitaretur, adeſſet hoſtis Arius in procinctu, quo 
cum manus conſerendz eſſent, ſummum verd momentum 
in eorum concordia eſſet qui ad oppugnandum Arii erro- 
rem parati venerant : ipſi nihilonimus tantorum diſeri- 
minum ſecuri, imo velut gravitatis, modeſtiæ, et omnis 
humanitatis obliti, omiſſo quod in manibus erat certamine 
(quaſi ex deſtinato, Ario gratificaturi, eo conceſliſſent) in- 
teſtinis diſſidiis ſeſe proſcindere cæperunt: et ſtylum, qui 
in Arium ſtringendus erat, in ſeipſos dirigere. Fædæ 
criminationes audiebantur: libelli accuſatorii volitabant: 
nec contentionum finis ullus factus eſſet, donec mutuis vul- 
neribus ſe confodiſſent, niſi Imperator Conſtantinus oc- 
curriſſet, qui inquiſitionem in eorum vitam, rem eſſe ſupra 
ſuam cognitionem profeſſus, talem intemperiem laude 
magis quam objurgatione caſtigavit. Quàm multis 
partibus et alia quæ deinde ſequuta ſunt Concilia lapſa 
fuiſſe veriſſimile eſt? Nec longa demonſtratione opus hæc 
res habet: fi quis enim acta perlegat, multas illic infirmi- 
tates animadvertet: nequid dicam gravius. Calvini Inſtit. 
Lib. iv. Cap. ix. 5 10. p. 418. Edit. Lug. Bat. 1654. 


Amy 
lived, entertained juſt views of the nature and 
extent of chriſtian liberty, and the right of pri- 
vate judgment: in that caſe, his excellent pen 
would undoubtedly have tranſmitted to poſte- 
rity ſuch animadverſions, as we meet with in 
the great writers of happier and more enlight- 
ened times. | 

Dr. Owen, after making ſome very juſt obſer- 
vations on the primitive method of defending 
the truth, and maintaining both its ſufficiency 
and ſuperiority in point of efficacy to every 
other method, takes notice of the change 
which happened in conſequence of introducing 
the authoritative determinations of general 
councils. * This way, ſays he, was begun in 
* the council of Nice, wherein although there 
* was a determination of the doQrine concern- 
ing the perſon of Chriſt then in agitation, 
* and oppoſed, as unto his divine nature there- 
* in, according unto the truth, yet ſundry 

* evils and inconventencies enſued thereon. 

“ For thenceforth the faith of chriſtians began 

« greatly to be reſolved into the authority of 

„ men, and as much, if not more weight to 

* be laid on what was decreed by the fathers 

*« there aſſembled, than on what was clearly 

e taught in the ſcriptures. Beſides, being 

<« neceſſitated as they thought, to explain their 

* conceptions of the divine nature of Chriſt, 

© in words either not uſed in the ſcripture, or 

* whoſe ſignification unto that purpoſe was 


* not determined therein, occaſion was given 
| C « unto 
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unto endleſs contentions about them. And 
there were yet farther evils that enſued 
hereon. For the curious and ſerpentine wits 
of men, finding themſelves by this means 
ſet at liberty to think and diſcourſe of thoſe 
myſteries of the bleſſed Trinity and the 
perſon of Chriſt, without much regard unto 
plain divine teſtimonies, in ſuch ways where- 
in cunning and ſophiſtry did much bear 
away, began to multiply ſuch new, curious 
and falſe notions about them, eſpecially 
about the latter, as cauſed new diſturbances, 


and thoſe of large extent and long continu- 


ance,” The Doctor had a little before in- 


ſtanced in the difference which fell out, firſt, 
between the greek churches themſelves, and af- 
terwards between the greek and latin churches. * 
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Mr. Benjamin Bennet aſks, What did the 
Nicene fathers perform? and anſwers, 
only two things. Firſt, they gave an in- 
{tance of this great truth, that learned men 
are never more weak, trifling and paſſionate, 
than when they meet together in councils 
and ſynods, — Secondly, they left matter of 
conviction to poſterity, which long experi- 
ence hath abundantly confirmed, that Gop 
never deſigned ſuch afſemblies to be the 
inſtruments and means of preſerving truth 
and peace in the church. — The matter of 
their deciſions was far from ſerving the 

&« cauſe, 


Y Owen's Pref. to his xpirodoqia. page 15—17. 
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'« cauſe, either of truth or peace. The diſ- 
* tinction of komooufians and homoioufians, was 
„ owing to the labours of this council, with 
* the animoſiries, ſchiſms, hereſies conſequent 
s thereupon, Their inſerring arbitrarily, in a 
« ſublime article of faith, about which we can 
% know nothing more than Gop hath told us, 
« a term of their own deviſing, and making it 
„ effential and neceſſary in this article, was 
* exceeding preſumptuous, and indeed pre- 
«© pared the doctrine to be a bone of conten- 
tion, and an occaſion of laſting ſtrife, — 
Nor had the manner of their proceedings, in 
de the buſineſs before them, any better ten- 
* dency. Surely they ſhould have reaſoned 
“ againſt error, and baniſhed it out of the 
« church by arguments, rather than votes. 
* Otherwiſe truth is ſet upon a wrong founda- 
tion, and is rendered the moſt precarious, 
« flucuating, uncertain thing in the world; is 
* on this fide or that, juſt as an accidental 
« majority ſhall incline, — It was here the un- 
% happy ſubſcribing trade had its chief ſanc- 
tion; which henceforth became the great 
« means of proving and defending the faith, 
„It was here that the invidious, uncharitable, 
'« and indeed ſenſeleſs diſtinction of orthodow 
« and erroneous, Was coined, or however made 
« current, A diſtinction, that directly tends 
eto ſuppreſs the truth, but hath never pro- 
„ moted it, unleſs by accident; and hath 


proved a woeful engine of pride, tyranny 
C2 : « and 
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and perſecution; hath made ſome apoſtates, . 


% ſome hypocrites, . and cruſhed a multitude of 
« 'upright men, who have often found them-- 


_* ſelves reduced to this dilemma, That if they 


« would be orthodox, they could not be honeſt ; 
* and if they were not orthodox, they muſt ſtarve. 
* And how abſurd is the diſtinction itſelf ? As 
« there is not a juſt man upon earth, that doeth 
e good and ſinneth not, ſo neither an orthodox 
* man, who believeth aright, and erreth not. 
« It was from this council chiefly, that the art 
* of herztick-making took its riſe; — till hereſy 
e became a mere jeſt, an eccleſiaſtical ſcare- 
crow, formed and declared by the churchts 
« arbitrary fat. — And thus they went on, de- 
“ fending the faith with authority and terror, 
„till there was ſcarce an honeſt man left, that 
* durſt peep into his bible, and profeſs the 
e truth as it is in Jeſus.” * - 

* Moſt of the oldeſt poſt-nicene fathers car- 
ried their notion of the diſtin& perſonality 
and ſupreme divinity to a very great height ; 
and ſeemed to have imagined they ſufficiently 
ſupported the unity of the God-head by af- 
ſerting, that Father, Son, and Spirit had each 
of them the ſame divine nature, as three or 
more men have each of them the ſame human 
nature. 

The ſeveral pertizans in ſo unhappy a con- 
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teſt may be ranked under the following lead- 


ers; 
* Bennet. 4 hal or a of the Controverſies avout 
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ers; with whom it will be no impropriety to 
connect a liſt of Engliſi divines, who are of 
the greateſt eminence for their writings on this 
ſubject, and by which the affinity between the 
ſentiments and expreſſions of ancients and mo- 
dern may more eaſily be traced, 
Sabellius, an African Biſhop in the third cen- 
tury, taught, that the Father, Son, and Spirit 
* were only the names and offices of the ſame 
* perſon, who was in heaven called the Father, 
© on earth the Son, and, as exerting his power 
on the creation, the Holy Spirit. 

Arius, a Preſbyter of Alexandria in the fourth 
century, held Chriſt to be only the firſt and 
* moſt glorious creature of Gop, denying he 
© had any thing that could properly be called 
* a divine nature, any otherwiſe than as any 
thing very excellent may, by a figure, be 
called divine; or as his delegated dominion 
over the ſyſtem of nature, might entitle him 
to the name of Gop, He ſeems alſo to have 
thought, that the Spirit was another diſtinct 
inferior being, created by the Son, but he 
did not employ himſelf much in this part of 
the controverſy, His ſentiments moſt large- 
ly prevailed, and in ſome places and times 
* ſeem to have almoſt entirely ſwallowed up 
© thoſe of Athanaſius.” 

Photinus, Biſhop of Sirmium in the fourth 
century, * like ſome others before him, ſeems 
© to have aſſerted, that Chriſt was a mere man, 
and had no exiſtence before his incarnation.” 

CY Mace- 


Macedonius, Biſhop of Conſtantinople in the 
fourth century, denied the Holy Spirit to 
have any proper divine ſubſtance, and repre- 
* ſented him only as a created power, which 
* was diffuſed over all other creatures,” 

Athanaſius, Patriarch of Alexandria in = 
fourth century, *© ſo aſſerted the derivation of 
e the Son of Gop from the Father, that the 
* expreſſions he makes uſe of, in ſome of his 

« known and acknowledged writings, are ex- 
„ actly conformable to the Nicene creed, but 
e inconſiſtent with the language of the Atha- 
« nafian' creed.“ 

Apollinaris, Biſhop of Laodicea in the fourth 
century, „was a man of diſtinguiſhed merit, 
% ſays Maſheim, and one whoſe learned labours 
& had rendered to religion the moſt important 
t ſervices. He defended ſtrenuouſly the di- 
&* vinity of Chriſt againſt the Arians.” * And 
ſays Dr. Fortin, ** he was a man much eſteem- 
© ed for learning and piety, He thought, 
© that Chriſt being one, it was impoſſible that 
two perſons could be ſo united in him, as 
© to make one perſon; and from thence he 
* concluded, that in Chriſt, the Logos, or 
© the divine word, ſupplied the place of the 
« human ſoul.” * 


Neſtorius, 


Y Wilton's Review of the Articles. page 82—85. 
# Moſheim”s Eccles. Hiſt, Vol. i. page 344. 8vo. Vol. i. 
p. 222. 4to. Edit. 
a Fortin 5 Remarks on Eccles, Bip. Vol, 1i, page 202. 
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MNeftorius, Biſhop of Conſtantinople in the fifth 
tentury, held Chriſt to have two perſons, as 
well as two natures,” 
Eutychus, Abbot at Conftantinople in the fifth 
century, aſſerted but one nature, as well as 


one perſon in Chriſt, and taught that the 
human nature, was abſorbed in the divine.” 
Biſhop Pearſon, Biſhop Bull, and Dr. Owen 
agree in opinion, that though Gop the Father 
is the fountain of the deity, the whole divine 
nature 1s communicated from the Father to 
the Son, and from both to the Spirit; yet 
ſo as that the Father and the Son are not 
ſeparate, nor ſeparable, from the divinity, 
but do ſtill exiſt in it, and are moſt inti- 
mately united to it.” 

Mr. Howe * ſeems to ſuppoſe, that there are 
three diſtinct, eternal ſpirits, or diſtinct in- 
telligent hypoſtaſes; each having his own 


* diſtinet, ſingular, intelligent nature, united 
in ſuch an inexplicable manner, as that 


(upon account of their perfect harmony, con- 
ſent, and affection, to which he adds their 
mutual ſelf-conſciouſneſs) they may be called 
the -one Gop, as properly as the different 
corporeal, ſenſitive, and intelligent natures 
may be called one man.“ 


Mr. Baxter * ſeerns to have thought the three 


© divine perſons to be one and the ſame Gov, 


underſtanding, willing, and beloved by him- 


«ſelf; or wiſdom, power, and love; which 


7-0 + illuſtrated by the three eſſential 
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* formalities (as he calls them) in the ſoul of 
man; viz, vital active power, intelle&, and 
* will; and in the ſun, motion, light, and 
heat.“ n 

Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, and many 
others, thought the diſtinction between the 
three perſons was only modal, coinciding 
with the leading ſentiment of Sabellius. 

Dr. Clarke's * ſcheme is, that there is one 
* ſupreme being, who is the Father, and two 
* ſubordinate, derived, and dependent beings. 
But he waves calling Chriſt a creature, as 
© Arius did, and principally on that foundation 
* diſclaims the charge of Ariani/m. 

Dr. Vaterland, Dr. Abraham Taylor, with 
the reſt of the modern Athanaſians, * aſſert 
three proper diſtin& perſons, entirely equal 
to and independent upon each other, yet 
making up one and the ſame being, and that 
though there may appear many things in- 
explicable in the ſcheme, it 1s to be charged 
to the weakneſs of our underſtanding, and 
not to the abſurdity of the doctrine itſelf,” 
Dr, Thomas Burnet maintained one ſelf- 
© exiſtent and independent, and two dependent 
* beings; but aſſerted, that the two latter are 
* ſo united to and inhabited by the former, 
that, by virtue of ſuch union, divine per- 
* feftions may be aſcribed, and divine wor- 
© ſhip paid to them.” 

Dr. Watts maintained one ſupreme Gov 


* dwelling in the human nature of Chriſt, 
© whoſe 
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* whoſe pre-exiſtent ſoul he ſuppoſes to have 
' © exiſted the firſt of all creatures. He ſpeaks 
© of the Logos, or divine word, as the wil- 
© dom of Gop, and the Holy Spirit, as the 
© divine power, or the influence and effect of 
it; which he ſays, is a ſcriptural perſon, that 
© is, ſpoken of figuratively in ſcripture under 
« perſonal characters.” 

Dr. Doddridge laid down and defended the 
ſeven following propoſitions : — Firſt, That 
* the account given us in the ſcriptures of the 
© old and new teſtament, of the nature, per- 
* feftions and providence of Gop, is agreeable 
© to that which the light of nature diſcovers 
© concerning them.” This he proves, by thoſe 
* ſcriptures which expreſsly aſſert, —that there 
© is a Gop, the creator of all things; — that 
© God is an eternal ſpirit, omnipreſent, of per- 
fect knowledge, wiſdom, power, goodneſs, 
* juſtice, truth and holineſs ;—that he is im- 
* mutable and incomprehenſible ; — that his 
* providence is univerſal ; — that he is the one 
only God, and a being of all poſſible perfec- 
tions.“ | | 

Secondly, That the glorious perſon, who 
appeared in the world by the name of Jeſus 
« Chriſt, did not begin to exiſt, when he was 
© conceived in the womb of his virgin mother, 
but had a being, not only before that peri- 
© od, but before the creation of the world.” 
This he proves, by John's ſaying the Logos 
* was in the beginning with God, and afterward 

* Was 
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© was made fleſh; — our Lord's often aſſerting 
his coming down from heaven; — Paul's de- 
* claring Chriſt emptied himſelf of ſome former 
glory; — the Lord's appearing to Jaiah, and 
the angel of God's preſence to Abraham, Jacob, 
© Moſes, &c.—and the work of creation be- 
ing ſo exprelsly aſcribed to Chriſt.” 
Thirdly, That Chriſt was the perſon, in and 

by whom Gop appeared to men under the 
© old teſtament, by the name of Jehovah. 
This he proves, by referring to— the frequent 
« viſible appearance of Jehovah the Gop of I, 
rael; — the inviſibility of the Father; — Feho-» 
© vak's being expreſsly called, when viſibly ap- 
pearing to men, the angel of the Lord, the cap- 
© tain of the Lord's hoft, the angel in whom the 
© name of God was; — there being no hint of a 
© plurality of perſons ſucceſſively employed as 
© a medium. of thoſe divine manifeſtations ; — 
one perſon being referred to as ſpeaking, when 
© numbers are ſaid to be preſent ;—this one 
« perſon having been the medium of divine 
* manifeſtations under the old teſtament, the 
* new gives no intimation of his diſmiſſion from 
© that office; —but declares Chriſt to be the 
Logos of the Father, by whom he made the 
© world, and governs the Cp dons provi- 

* dence ; various things ſpoken Por addreſſ- 


© ed to Jehovah in the old teſtament, are in the 
© new ſaid to be ſpoken of, done by, or addreſſ- 
© ed to Chriſt ; —ſeveral things, by ſuppoſing 
* this reference, become plain and eaſy z---this 

* was 


© It | 
© was the ſenſe of the primitive Fathers z---alſo 
© the Chaldee Paraphraſe, and other ancient Jews 
« ſpoke the tame language. |; 

Fourthly, That the names, titles, attributes, 
* works and honours, which are frequently ap- 
© propriated to God, are, or ſeem to be, aſcribed 
© to Chriſt in the ſcriptures.” --- This he explains, 
by obſerving, how + Chriſt — is called Zehovahk 
and Gopz—is entitled God of Abraham, Iſaac 
© and Jacob, Lord of hoſts, King of kings, Lord of 
© lords, the firſt and the laſt ;—i1s ſaid to be 
© omniſcient, omnipreſent, almighty, eternal, 
* unchangeable z----did create and ſupport all 
© things z---and by divine appointment hath re- 
* ligious worſhip om to him.” 

Fifthly, That ©* Gop is ſo united to the deri- 
© ved nature of Chriſt, and doth ſo dwell in it, 
© that by virtue of ſuch union Chriſt may be 
« properly called Gov, and ſuch regards are 
© due to him, as are not due to any created na- 
© ture, or mere creature, be it in itſelf ever ſo 
excellent. —This he argues from ſuch di- 
vine names, titles, attributes, and works being 
© aſcribed to Chriſt, and his demanding or en- 
* couraging ſuch worſhip, as are elſewhere ap- 
« propriated to Gop;---his being diſtinct from 
© Gop, yet co-ordinate with him, would infer a 
© plurality of Gops: --- the wonderful union 
© there muſt be of Gop with the Man Chriſt, to 
© lay a foundation for ſuch aſcriptions and re- 

«* gards; and the ſcripture expreſsly ſpeaking 
* of ſuch union, and of Gop as dwelling in 
« Chriſt,” 

Sixthly, 
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Sixthly, That divine names, titles, attributes, 
* works, and worſhip are in fuch a manner aſcrib- 
* edm ſcripture to the Holy Spirit, as we can- 
not imagine would be uſed in ſpeaking of a 
mere creature, and conſequently he muſt be 
* poſſeſſed of a nature properly divine.” --- This 
he explains, by obſerving, how the Holy Spi- 
© rit --- ſeems often to be called Jehovah in the 
old teſtament, and Gop in the aw; divine 
perfections are certainly aſcribed to him; 
divine works as evidently, -- and in ſeveral 
© texts divine worſhip is given to him. 

The Doctor's loft propoſition is, That the 
« ſcripture repreſents the Divine Being as appear- 
© ing in, and manifeſting himſelf by, the diſtin& 

« perſons of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
each of which hath his peculiar province in 
© accompliſhing the work of our redemption 
and ſalvation, and to each of which we owe 
© unlimited veneration, love, and obedience.”.--. 
This he proves by ſcripture repreſentations of. 
© Gop as Father, the Father of Chrift, and thro' 
him the Father of all his people; the Lord 
© Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of Gop, as a divine per- 
« ſon, in whom the fulneſs of the Godhead 
« dwelt, by whom the Father manifeſted him- 
« ſelf to us, and who with the Father is Gop 
© over all; —the Holy Spirit, as a divine per- 
« ſon, poſſeſt of thoſe perfections which are to 
© be found in Gop alone; Father, Son, and 
« Spirit often mentioned together, as diſtinct 
« perſonal characters; our redemption as con- 
_ © trived 


1 


C trived by the Father, purchaſed by the Son, 
and applied by the Spirit, by whoſe aſſiſtance, 
in the name of Chriſt, we are to make our ap- 
« proaches to the Father ; and . correſpondent 
© regards to each are accordingly required from 
Us. 

I flatter myſelf, Sir, that the hort hiſtory I 
have now given of the ſentiments and expreſ- 
ſions of the principal ancient and modern 
writers on this ſubje&, is ſufficiently authen- 
tic. If your learned friends will point out 
to me, wherein my account is defective, I ſhall 
eſteem myſelf greatly obliged, With equal 
ſolicitude for truth, I now wiſh to diveſt my- 
ſelf of every wrong bias, while I proceed to 
thoſe remarks and inferences, which the view 
we have been taking may naturally ſuggeſt. 


Candid reflections from the preceding 
ſhort hiſtory. 


All the explications of this doctrine, under 
the ancient and modern names now mentioned, 
have in this one reſpect an equality, that they 
are all of them the ſentiments of mere fallible 
men. It is to be preſumed, that they endea- 
voured to put ſuch a ſenſe upon ſcripture, as 
appeared to each of them the moſt genuine; 
and in doing which they undoubtedly acted in 
a perfect conformity to the juſt and invaluable 
right of private judgment. It is alſo to be 
preſumed, that they agreed, in what ſcripture 
repreſents as moſt important in this doctrine; 
VIZ, 
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viz. That there is one God, and one Mediator 


between God and men, the man Chriſt Jeſus; and 


that the appointed order and manner of chriſ- 
tian worſhip is, through Chriſt to have an acceſs 
by one Spirit unto the Father. But while each of 
them profeſſed to agree with ſcripture, it ſeems 
to be a very defirable thing to have ſome plain 


and eaſy rule, by which any man of common 


underſtanding, though he may not have enjoyed 
a liberal or learned education, may ſo compare 
their different expreſſions and conceptions with 
each other, as to be able to eſtimate the degree 


in which they differ from one another, Perhaps 


there can be no rule ſo ſubſervient to this pur- 
poſe, as to aſcertain the meaning of the word 
Perſon, becauſe that word is, on all ſides, either 
expreſſed, or referred to, but ſeems to be made 
uſe of by the above writers in very different 
ſenſes, The ſeveral following definitions have 
been given of the word, as applied to the doc- 
trine of the trinity. 

Perſonality, ſays Marckius, is a poſitive mode 
of being, ultimately terminating and filling a 
* ſubſtantial nature, and giving it incommuni- 
© cability.” 

Perſonality, according to Mr. Sloſs, « expreſſcs 
that perfection of the divine nature, whereby 


_ © jt ſubſiſts three different ways, the Father, Son, 


© and Holy Ghoſt, each of which, poſſeſſing the 
divine eſſence after his peculiar manner, there- 
© by becomes a diſtinct perſon,” | 


( as 1 
_ Perſonality, as Dr. Vaterland defines it, is a 
* ſingle perſon, or an intelligent agent, having 
© the diſtin characters, I, Thou, He, and not 
divided or diſtinguiſned into more intelligent 
agents capable of the ſame characters.“ 
The word Perſon, according to Dr. Daniel 
Scott, and the generality of writers, whether di- 
vines or others, © ſignifies, in its philoſophical 
+ ſenſe, one ſingle, intelligent, voluntary agent, 
or conſcious being.—And, in its political ſenſe, 
it may expreſs the different relations ſupported 
by the ſame philoſophical perſon; as for in- 
ſtance, the ſame man may be father, huſband, 
© ſon, &c. or the ſame prince may be King of 
© Great-Britain, Duke of Brunſwick, and Trea- 
+ ſurer of the Empire.” 
It is obſerved by Dr. Watts, that though 
* the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are generally 
* called three diſtin perſons by our divines, yet 
© there are no writers, either abroad, or at home, 
that ever pretended this to be the expreſs lan- 
“ guage of ſcripture. And there are very few, 
« if any, of our moſt orthodox writers, (per- 
haps the Doctor ſhould have excepted thoſe, 
who may now be called real and conſiſtent 
Athanafians) who ever ſuppoſed the word perſon 
% was to be taken here in the full, common 
„ and literal ſenſe of it, for a diſtin conſcious 
* being, but only in a qualified and reſtrained 
* ſenſe, or a ſenſe that is analogous or a-kin to 
the common meaning of it among men, For 
e three diſtin Perſons, in the common and lite- 
8 ral 
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ec ral ſenſe of it, would be three diſtinct Spirits, 
* which very few trinitarians allow.“ | 
Nou if we take the word Perſon according to 
the meaning of either of the z7wo firſt definitions, 
we ſhall find it ſo obſcure, and in a great mea- 
ſure ſo unintelligible, as rather to embarraſs, 
than afford us any aſſiſtance. On the other 
hand, if we take it in its philoſophical and politi- 
cal ſenſes, we may with great advantage apply 
it to the preſent purpoſe, as will appear by the 
following ſpecimens, 

If we conceive of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit, with thoſe who may now be called real 
and conſiſtent Athanaſians, as three philoſophical 
perſons, we do in effect allow a plurality of 
Gops. 

If we conſider the Ges Three, with the Sa- 
bellians, or the Medaliſts, (who alſo are uſually 
ranked, and chuſe to rank themſelves, though 
very improperly, and with little conſiſtence, un- 
der the name of Athanaſians) as only the names 
and offices of the ſame philoſophical perſon, we 
thereby fink the word perſon to its political 
ſenſe, By this means we ſhall expoſe ourſelves 
to one alarming conſequence, That provided 
man had never fallen into fin, there never might 
have been ſuch a perſon and character as Jeſus 
Chriſt the Son of Gop. Not only Archbiſhop 
Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, and many other great and 

men, but even Mr. Baxter, ſeem to come 


under the ſame denomination, 


> Watts's Serm. Vol, ii. page 462. 8vo. 
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If, with both the Modaliſts, and the real 
Athanafians, we conceive of Chriſt, as having 
received his ſoul, as well as body, in the womb 
of his virgin mother, we ſhould thereby enter- 
tain exactly the ſame idea of him, except what 
relates to ſupreme godhead, as was done by 
Photinus, and other ancient writers, and hath 
ſince been done by Socinus, and his numerous 
followers. In this reſpe& there appears to be 
a remarkable affinity between the ſentiments of 
the Athanafians and the Socinians. 

If, with Dr. Thomas Burnet, we conceive of 
the Father as dwelling in the Son and Spirit; 
or, with Dr. Vatis, and Dr. Deddridee, that the 
Father dwelleth in, and is united to, the human 
nature of Chriſt; in each of theſe caſes * the 
* word. Perſon muſt at leaſt be conſidered in its 
* political ſenſe, but cannot amount to ſo much 
* as a philoſophical perſonality, unleſs we al- 
low a plurality of Gops. And whether there 
is any medium between a philoſophical and 
* political perſon, (which we cannot certainly 
* ſay there is not) we muſt confeſs is to us un- 
* ſearchable." Or ſhould we * conceive of the 
© union of the divine and human natures in 
one 'perſon, as we do of the ſoul and body 
in one man, we ſhould thereby propoſe a caſe 
© that is not parallel; fince the divine and hu- 

man natures are two diſſinct conſcious be- 
ings, or two philoſophical perfons, Or to 
imagine, that Goo' and the creature ſhould 
have the ſame conſcioufneſs, muſt certainly 
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exceed our comprehenſion. From theſe pre- 


miſes it muſt follow, that the term Perſon, ap- 


plied to the union of the divine and human 
ne et is rather to be taken in a 
* political ſenſe, to expreſs the concurrent ope- 
ration of the Deity with his human nature, in 
order to conſtitute a perfect mediator 
Were we to aſſert, as Dr. Clarke did, that the 
Logos, or the divine word, is ſomething be- 


tween a created and a ſelf-exiftent nature, we 


ſhould involve ourſelves in the endleſs laby- 


rinth of an unconceivable diſtinction. Nor 


would our perplexity be diminiſhed, were we 
to conceive with Biſhop Pearſon, Biſhop Bull, 
and Dr. Owen, that the Father communicates 
his whole divine nature to the Son, and both 
Father and Son to the Spirit, according to the 
idea of derivation, in which the Nicene creed ſo 
remarkably differs from the Athanaſian; or, 
with Mr. Howe, that the Father, Son, and 


Holy Ghoſt are three diſtin, eternal Spirits, 


ſo united in perfect harmony, conſent, and af- 
fection, as to have a mutual ſelf-conſciouſneſs. 
Were we to hope for uniformity in explain- 
ing a diſtinction in the Deity, among the ſub- 
ſcribers to the Common Prayer, and the moſt 
reſpectable divines of the Church of England, 
we ſhall no where find ourſelves more diſap- 
pointed. This is manifeſt in the widely differ- 
ent ſentiments and expreſſions of Biſhop Bull, 
Biſhop Pearſon, Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, 
Dr. Thomas Burnet, and Dr. Clarke ; 3 | 
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of them as little agreed among themſelves, as 
they are with the Athanafian creed. 
Were we, once more, to ſuppoſe ourſelves to 
ree in ſentiment with Apollinaris, Dr. Watts, 
and Dr. Doddridge, we may then, perhaps, 
ſpeak with as much ſimplicity and preciſion, as 
the nature of the ſubject will admit, and as 
ſcripture itſelf ſeems to ſuggeſt, In this view 
we may ſay, with Dr. Cotton Mather, on one of 
his private faſt-days ; In the perſon of Chriſt 
* my Saviour, I behold the infinite God aſſu- 
ming the man Feſus into ſuch an intimate and 
4 conſcious union with himſelf, as to conſtitute 
n glorious God-man, or a man, who hath the 
« Fullneſs of the Godhead dwelling ene in 
46 him.“ ö 
Amongſt the writers of character, that are 
now living, the four following deſerve particu- 
lar regard, either for adhering to ſcripture lan- 
guage, or avoiding exceptionable human phraſes. 
“ Let us conſider, ſays Mr. Orton, Chriſt's 
dignity and rank. He is, by a generation, 
which none can declare, the Son of Gop; his 
only begotten Son; and therefore fiperior to 
all creatures both in earth and heaven. He 
is, by an union which can neither be explain- 
4 ed nor conceived, 12 with the Father; the 
on brightneſs of his Father's glory, and the ex- 
äpreſs image of his perſon. We have no words 
r to 


— — 5 Abridged Life of Dr.. Cotton Mather. 
Page 78. — Triumphs of Faith. Page 172. — 
Pieus Memorials, Page 347, 348. 
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eto denote greater ideas than theſe, nor can the 


mind of man raiſe itſelf | to nobler concep- 


« tions.” — Dr. Wilton makes this ſolemn con- 
feſſion, | * Upon the authority of divine reve- 
lation, I'moſt firmly believe the true and pro- 

« per Deity of the Son and Spirit, as eſſentially 
« partakers of the Divine nature. The doctrine 
* of the Trinity, I receive as the doctrine of 


. « ſcripture. It appears to me to be clearly 


taught in the Bible, but the mode of this 


* incomprehenſible union and relation, is no 


* here, that 1 can find, che ſubject, of divine 


« reyelation. 'And probably the limited extent 


of human comprehenſion in the preſent ſtate, 


might be the reaſon why it is not revealed. 


Dr. Gibbons adviſes parents to “ acquaint 


« their children thus. We are baptized, or 


, * take upon us a chriſtian profeſſion, - in the 
«© name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy 


* 


0 


Ghoſt, and theſe three are not to be conſidered 


« by us as creatures, no not of the higheſt rank, 


« az the deſcriptions, attributes, . honours, and 
« works of the Deity belong to each of them, 
e and yet that there is but one Gov, however 
« variouſly diſtinguiſhed,” *— And Dr, Stennett 
ſays, * As to the perſon of Chriſt, ſcripture 


0 gives us the moſt exalted deſcriptions of it, 


« ſuch 


4 Orton's Sermons on Chriftian Zeal. page 50. A 
* Wilten's Review of the Articles. page 87. 
f Gibbons's Female Worthies. Vol. i. Addreſs to —— 


Page XX11, 
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« ſuch as demand our higheſt homage and moſt 
„ profound reverence. He is the only begot- 
ten, the well-beloved and eternal Son of God. 
«The brightneſs of the Fathers glory, and the ex- 
e preſs image of his perſon, He in whom dwell. 
 * oth all the fulneſs of the Godhead bodily. The 
&* true God and eternal life. God over all, bleſſed 
* for ever. This divine perſon conſents to be- 
* come a man, and to unite humanity with 
* deity. He is, Emmanuel, God with us, God 

« manifeſt in ihe fleſh.” 5 
Every ſerious mind, that attentively exa- 
mines, and re-examines, what hath now been 
repreſented, muſt acknowledge, that there are 
difficulties attending every ſcheme, which hath 
ever been propoſed, for the explanation. of this 
doctrine. Nor is it a thing to be wondered 
© at, that we are ſo much confounded, when we 
© enquire into the nature of ſuperior beings, 
* conſidering how little we know of our own 
nature and manner of exiſtence.” That the 
difficulties of this ſubject have not only puzzled 
the moſt penetrating minds, but obliged them, 
after all their deepeſt reſearches, to plead for 
moderation and candour, will fully appear from 
the following extracts from their writings, which 
diſcover a temper and ſpirit truly worthy the at- 
tention and imitation of every impartial enquirer 
after truth, and eſpecially every diſciple oi the 
meek and lowly Jeſus. 
*'D'q Frofos 
5 Stennett's Diſcourſes on Perſenal Religion. Vol. ii. page 

33, 34. zd Edit. 
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Eraſinus Roterodamus, at the early dawn of 
the reformation, and while he was ſurrounded 
with ignorance and bigotry in their moſt perni- 
cious forms, wiſely obſerves [on 1 Tim. i, 6.] 
« We are contending without end, what it is 
that diſtinguiſheth the Father from the Son, 
« and both from the Holy Spirit; whether it 
„ be a thing, or a relation; and how it can be, 
that they can be ſaid to be three, of which 
one is not the other, when they are but one 
“in eſſence. How much more to the purpoſe 
would it be for us, to take all poſſible care 
* piouſly and holily to worſhip and adore this 
trinity, whoſe majeſty we. are unable to pry 
« into; and to expreſs their ineffable concord 
* by our concord among ourſelves, ſo that we 
may in time come to be in partnerſhip with 
«© them?” 

Dr. Feremia/: Taylor, who lived: in a more en- 
lightened day, but not leſs diſpoſed to contro- 
verſial rage, and particularly on this ſubject, 
with his uſual largeneſs of thought and ſpiri- 
tuality of temper, makes this ſolemn declaration 
(on John vii. 17.) He that goeth about to 
+ ſpeak of the myſtery of the trinity, and doeth 
« it by words and names of man's ipvention, 
* talking of eſſences and exiſtences, hypoſtaſes 
* and perſonalities, priorities in co-equalities, 
« Se. and unity in pluralities, may amuſe him- 
e ſelf, and build a tabernacle in his head, and 
talk ſomething he knows not what. But the 

“good man, who feels the * of the Father, 

« and 


8-1 

e and to whom the Son is become wiſdom and 
< ; righteouſneſs, ſanctification and redemption; 
in whoſe heart the love of the Spirit of Gop 
* is ſhed abroad, this man, though he under- 
* ſtand nothing of what is unintelligible, yet 
he alone truly underſtandeth the doctrine of 
the trinity.“ 
Biſhop Pearſon argues, In the very name 
of Father, there is ſomething of eminence, 
© which is not in that of Son; and ſome kind 
* of priority we muſt aſcribe unto him, whom 
«we: call the firf, in reſpect of him, whom we 
term the ſecond perſon ; and as we cannot but 
&* aſcribe it, ſo we muſt endeavour to preſerve 
* it. Now that priviledge, or priority, conſiſt- 
eth only in this, that the Father hath the eſ- 
« ſence of himſelf, the Son by communication 
from the Father. From whence he acknow- 
* ledgeth, that he is from him, that he /iveth by 
nim, that the Father gave him to have life in 
* himſelf. —1 can of mine own ſelf do nothing, 
« faith our Saviour, becauſe he is not of him- 
* ſelf, and whoſoever receives his being, muſt 
« recgive his power from another. We muſt 
* not therefore ſo far endeavour to involve our- 
&« ſelves in the darkneſs of this myſtery, as to 
deny that glory which is clearly due unto the 
% Father; whoſe preeminence undeniably con- 
« ſiſteth in this, that he is Gop not of any 
other, but of himſelf, and that there is no 
ther perſon who is God, but is Gop of him. 
* lt is no diminution to the Son, to ſay 

- D's he 
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« he is from another, for his very name imports 


« as much; but it were a diminution to the 
« Father to ſpeak ſo of him; and there muſt 
« be ſome preeminence where akace't is place for 


«derogation, What the Father is, he is from 
* none; what the Son is, he is from him; what 
* the firſt is, he giveth; what the ſecond is, he 
© receiveth. The firſt is a Father indeed by 


* reaſon of his Son, but he is not Gop by rea- 


* ſon of him; whereas the Son is not ſo only in 
„ regard of the Father, but alſo Gop by reaſon 
* of the ſame, — The Father is ſtyled one God, 
% the true God, the only true God, the God and 
« Father of our Lord Feſus Chriſt: Which, as 


(C jt is moſt true, and ſo fit to be believed, is alſo 


*« a moſt neceſſary truth, and therefore to be 
% acknowledged, for the avoiding multiplica- 
e tion and plurality of Gops, For if there 
tc were more than one, which were from none, 
ec jt could not be denied but e were more 


« Gops than one.“ 


Biſhop Bull concludes, © That all the catho- 
& lic doctors, both before and after the Nicene 
« Council, have agreed, that the Father, is the 
4 fountain, the origin, and principle of the di- 
« vinity of the Son.“ But on a ſubject fo dif- 
ficult, he makes this modeſt and devout reflec- 
tion. As long as we are in this pilgrimage 
« ſtate, we wiſh to know, rather than attain to 
% any clear race how the Son is united to 
cc the 

ap. 


> Pearſon on the Creed, page 34, 35, 40 
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-« the Father; or, how the Father communi- 
& cates himſelf to the Son; or, what the Spirit 
.& jg; or how the Father, Son, and Spirit are 
te one; or, wherein they differ from each other, 
% though united together.“ 

Dr. Owen obſerves, * That the boldneſs and 
« curioſity of the ſchoolmen, and ſome others, 
« in expreſſing the way and manner of the ge- 
c neration of the Son, by ſimilitudes of our un- 
* derſtanding and its acts, declaring how he is 
„the image of the Father, in their terms, are 
“ intolerable and full of offence; nor are the 
rigid impoſitions of thoſe words and terms, 
« in this matter, which they or others have 
“ found out to expreſs it by, of any better na- 
c“ ture,” ——*<* The Father is the fountain of 
“all, as in being and exiſtence, ſo in operation. 
The Son is of the Father, begotten by him, 
e and therefore as unto his work ſent by him, 
« The Holy Spirit proceedeth from the Father 
* and the Son, and therefore is ſent and given 

« by 


i Decretum illud Synodi Nicenz, quo ftatuitur Filium 
Dei eſſe Oe »x Ot, Deum de Deo, ſuo calculo comproba- 
runt doctores catholici, tum qui ante, tum qui i poſt Synodum 
illam ſeripſere. Bull Defens. Fid. Nic. & iv. Thel. i. p. 
222. Lond. Edit. 1721. Dum viatores ſumus, cognoſcere 
optamus potius, quam liquido cognoſcimus (ut doctiſſimi 
Athenagore verbis utar) Tis # Tov rg pos Tor Ia via 
vorne; Kc. i. e. Quznam Filii ad Patrem fit unio; quæ 
Patris ad Filium communio; quid fit Spiritus; quæ horum 
tantorum fit unio, quæ diſcretio unitorum, Spiritus ſcilicer, 
Filit et Patris. p. 256. 


« by them, as to all the works which he imme- 
6 diately effefteth.” *, 

Archbiſhop Tillatſon ſays of the ſchoolmen, 
It cannot be denied but that theſe ſpeculative 
and very acute men, who wrought a great part 

4 of their divinity out of their own brains, as 
„ ſpiders do cobwebs out of their own bowels, 
&* have ſtarted a thouſand ſubtleties about this 
« myſtery, ſuch as no chriſtian is bound to trou- 
e ble his head withal, much leſs is it neceſſary 
* for him to underſtand, and leaſt of all is it ne- 
« ceſlary to believe them. It is enough to be- 
lieve what Gop ſays concerning theſe matters; 
* and if any man will venture to ſay more, 
« eyery other man ſurely is at his own liberty 
< to believe as he ſees reaſon. _ 

Biſhop Burnet reſolves, ** Inſtead of goin 
<« farther into explanations of that, which is cer- 
« tainly far beyond all our apprehenſions, and 
&« that ought therefore to be let alone; I ſhall con- 
&« ſider what declarations are made in the ſcrip- 
e ture concerning this point.“ 

Mr. Robert Fleming, whoſe Chriſtology, or Dif- 
courſe concerning Chriſt, in 3 vols.  8vo. diſcovers 
at once his eminent piety and evangelical ſpirit, 
as well as his great learning, critical abilities, 
and excellent diſpoſition for free and candid en- 

ö | quay 


k Oven on Heb, —— Of the Spirit. page 67. | 
1 Tillotſon's Works. Vol, i. Serm. 48. Page 460. oth 
Edit. x 
= Burnet's Expos. of the Articles. page 83. 


WY 
[ 4 ] 

quiry after truth, hath 'this edifying paſlage. 
J cannot but take obcaſion here, to exhort 
ic thoſe, who own and defend this. doctrine, to 
&« leave off the too common practice of inter- 
„ yeaving their own notions with it, and to re- 
“ turn again to the mere ſcriptural account, 
<« reſting fatisfied in the ſimplicity thereof, By 
© this way we ſhall be able more eaſily and ſa- 
« tisfactorily to defend this point, than ever we 
4 are like to do any other way. For, I think, 
«*. we. ought to remember, that God is no further 
«© reſponſible for his own truths, than as he hath 
« revealed them in the bible, and clothed them there 
% in his own words and expreſſions. So that when 
« we exceed theſe terms and boundaries, and 
« borrow notians and words, either from hea- 
then philoſophers, or the cob- web ſpeculations 
« of the ſchool-men, we would do well to 
'«. conſider, whether we be not defending an 
« unſcriptural trinity, And it is but too 
«. plain, what hurt men have done this way, 
from the various, yea and oppoſite ſchemes 
« they have given of this doctrine, by deſert- 
« ing or going beyond the plain ſcriptural ac- 
« count.” * 
Dr. Gregory Sharp, the late very learned Maſe 
ter of the Temple, ſo exactly agrees with Mr. 
Fleming in ſentiment, that, thaugh in the order 
of time he might properly be mentioned laſt of 
all, yet his pertinent remark will naturally come 
He | in 


Fleming Chriftelogy. Vol. i. page 190, 191. 
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in here. Let the ſcriptures, ſays he, ſpeak 
1c for themſelves. Let the doctrine of Chriſt 


and his Apoſtles be delivered in their own 
« words. Lay aſide all human inventions and 
4 additions to the words of Gop, all terms that 
* are unſcriptural and barbarous, and peace and 
unity will ſoon be reſtored to the church. 


„ « Theſe are of infinitely greater value than con- 


4 ttoverſy; that is, than the rage of parties, 
te which ſubſiſts principally upon artificial 
terms, not to be found in ſcripture, but the 
«* jargon of ſchool-men, from whom we received 

nothing more than hard names of their own 


invention, equally the diſgrace of language, 


« philoſophy and religion.” Elſewhere his ſen- 
timents appear to have been the ſame with Dr. 
Doddridge's propoſitions, and particularly in re- 
ference'to our Lord's pre-exiſtent nature. After 
reviewing the various names and titles given to 
Chriſt, and proving that all the appearances of 
Jehovah in the old teſtament were no other 
than the perſon of Chriſt, he concludes with 
"theſe words. In this view of the perſon and 
© office of Meſſiah, we encounter no contradic- 
e tions, we meet with no inſuperable difficul- 
ties. Gop is inviſible, without parts or paſ- 
“ ſions. It is the image of the inviſible God, the 
« firſt born of every creature, the brightneſs of his 
&« glory, and the xapaxmnp the expreſs image of his 
« ſubſtance, who aſſumed a body, and alſo ſuf- 
« fered. We neither confound him with the 


" perſon of the F ather, nor reduce him to the 
| n. 
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8 level of men or angels. We acknowledge 
= all that the ſcriptures have revealed of him, 
i and by ls, FEY mw" to Wy een 
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1 Vee 906 The the, geſtion, per * ＋ 
himſelf j in this. cautious manner. Let uus be 
1 thankfu], for what knowledge we: have, and 
« make the b eſt yſe;of , it; we can. And in the 
1 mead. time umbly own. our, ignorance and 
« darkneſs, as, to the way, and, manner of what 
10 Gon hath been pleaſed to reveal /to us with 
1 reference to the. ſubſtance of this docttine. 
« And whatever we are ignorant of, or in the 
KL dark about, let us, conclude (as we have 
4 good 14 that if we. have but the grace 
« of our Lord - Jeſys Chriſt, and the love of 
* Gon, and the communipn of the Holy. Spirit, 
« with,” us, We have not only as much know- 
„ jedge of the bleſſed trinity, as is neceflaryfto 
« our own ſcriptural orthodoxy in that doctrine, 
4 bot a as LE knowledge of it as is neceſſary 
to ſecure our happineſs, peace, and. comfort ; 
"« „ both in this life, and in the next. And, if 

4e this will not ſatisfy.” us, and at the ſame time 
« make us thankful, I. think we are boch un⸗ 
W reaſonable and e Tupi han 
| Ab * — 5 
""_ Gregory Sharp. 5 — N. 16. page * — And his 
Second Argument in defence of C bande taten 88 ancient 
Prophecies. page 92, 93. _. 

® Calamy's Sermons on the Trinity, page — 388. 


[ $0 ] 

Mr. Benjamin Bennet, author of the Chiriftian 
1 o well known for his judicious and 
pacific, as well as for his pious and devotional 
temper, tells us, what indeed is of the higheſt 
importance; If you will receive it, I think 
«ita very uſeful truth, (which, had it been 
attended to, would have prevented many con- 
« troverſies, that have diſturbed the chriſtian 

church) viz: That our chief concern with 
the Son of Gob is as Mediator. We are 
neither concerned to know preciſely, what 
he was before he was incarnate, how employ- 
ed in the world above, nor what he will be, 
% and how employed, after his mediation is 
4 finiſned. Our preſent bufineſs is with the 
«. Mediator, whom 'Gop hath exalted, to whom 
« every knee muſt bow, and ſhall bow at laſt, 
till the end cometh, and he hath delivered up 
the kingdom to the Fathen © 

Dr. Nails is the laſt I will mention, however 
eaſy it might be to add many more, who con- 
curred with him in the ſame liberal and pious 
reflections. I am well perſuaded in my own 
* mind, ſays he, that neither the Arian, nor | 
« Socitian writers, neither the Sabellian, nor the 
« Tritheiſtic explainers, nor any of their fol- 
* lowers have hit upon the true ſolution of the 
« difficulty, In this enlightened age of ſearch 
& and enquiry, men will not be ſatisfied to hear 
us make uſe of inexplicable 2 85 myſterjous 

cc terms, 
! Bennet” Clritien 1 Vol. a. page 178. 
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4c terms, and tell them, that the ſenſe of them 
« js never to be known, They will not think, 
&* that doctrine can be of ſo much importance 
« to us, which is wrapt up in perpetual dark- 
« neſs, and can never be underſtood. Our final 
„ ſalvation doth not depend on our exact and 
« ſkilful knowledge of the true modus of ex- 
« plaining this heavenly doctrine. Great and 
« pious men in ſeveral ages have got ſafe to 
« heaven with very different ſchemes and hypo- 
& theſes. It is abundantly ſufficient for ſalva- 
4 tion, if we believe the various offices, which 
“ are aſſigned to the Father, Son, and Spirit 
« in the diſpenſation of the goſpel, and that 
« each of them hath a divine all-ſufficiency to 
« ſuſtain their offices, and to receive the ho- 
* nours due to them. Since I have ſearched 
« more ſtudiouſly into this myſtery of late, 
c have learned more of my own ignorance. So 
« that when I ſpeak of theſe anſearchables, 1 
« abate much of my younger aſſurance, nor do 
«© my later thoughts venture ſo far into the 
4 particular modes of explaining this ſacred diſ- 
* tinction in the Godhead. There appears to 
me good reaſon to doubt, whether there can 
« be three diſtin and different wills in the one 
« Gop, the one infinite Spirit. I was afraid to 
« affert it heretofore, and I am mere afraid to 
« aſſert it now. Reaſon and ſcripture join to 
« teach me, that there can be but one Goo, 
« and that this Gop is a Spirit. What diſtinc- 
tion may be in this one Spirit, I know not. 

| | | Yet 
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Let I am fully eſtabliſhed in the belief of the 
« Deity of the bleſſed Three, though I know not 
the manner of explication. Let us wonder 
at the bleſſedneſs of the Man Chriſt Jeſus i in 
6 his approach to Gop, His very union tb 
*« Gop is habitual bleſſedneſs. He is conſtitu- 
< ted near to Gop by an unſpeakable uniot!, 
„What joys, what unknown delights, above 
* our language, and above our thoughts, poſ- 
et ſeſs the holy ſoul of the Man Jeſus ! For he 
<« is the neareſt creature to the bleſſed Gop; 
« for he is one with Godhead. © The ſon of 
1 e ee to the fleſh, is joined in a 

perpetual union to the eternal God, and thus 
he is over all God bleſſed for evermore. 

It would have been unſpeakably happy for 
chriſtian churches, both ancient and modern, if 
the differences relating to this doctrine, among 
the learned and pious, had been viewed and ad- 
juſted according to the healing ſentiments of the 
twelve authors laſt mentioned. This would have 
appeaſed the rage of perſecution among fellow- 
chriſtians, and have made thoſe, whoſe appre- 
henſions were moſt different, to agree to differ. 
This would have filled their minds with bro- 
therly love towards each other, inſtead of wrath 
and anger, animoſity and contention, with every 
odious form of mutual reſentment, cenſure and 
reproach. Certaihly this ought to have been 
the caſe, Nun er not ny how all this 

range 
r Watts's Preface to Scott's Sermin on John XX. 28. 
— Serm. Vol. i. page 250, 260, 8vo. 
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range fire was kindled by unjuſtly © refufirlg 
every one's right to interpret ſcripture for him- 
ſelf, but that many of thoſe, whoſe opinions 
were moſt different from each- other, were per- 
{ons of the moſt diligent application to ſtudy, 
the greateſt” reading and learning, and of the 
moſt excellent characters. When Biſhop Hotdley 
is fpeaking of Dr. Clarte and Dr. Waterland, 
aq makes this tender reflection. Since men 

of ſuch thought and ſuch learning have ſhewn 
the world, in their own example; how-widely 
« the. moſt honeſt enquirers after” truth may 
differ, upon ſuch ſubjects; this, methinks, 
* ſhould a little abate our mutual eenſures; and 
* 4 little take off from our poſitiveneſs, about 
the neceſſity of explaining, | in this or that one 
determiĩnate ſenſe; the ancient paſſages relating 
to points of ſo ſublime a nature.“ “ We 
may therefore aſſure ourſelves, that many 
things aſſerted on one ſide and the other, re- 
*:Jating to this doctrine, are by no means ſo fun- 
© damental in religion,“ as many have unwarily 
imagined. - But the doctrine itſelf; as Rated in 
ſcripture, is moſt afſuredly of the higheft impor- 
tance. Nor is it of leſs importance, that we 
ſpeak this wiſdom of God in a myſtery, yea, theſe 
deep things of God, not in the words, which man's 
wiſdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghoſt teach- 
ein. [1 Cor. ii. 7, 10, 13.] In this, and in 


every doctrine of mere revelation, ſcripture is 
| E the 


. Clarke's Sermons, Vol. 1. Pref. Page xxiv. xxy. 
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the only infallible ſtandard of ſentiment and ex- 
preſſion, and the moſt powerful bond of mutual 
forbearance, peace and love. © If, ſays Mr. 
« Benjamin Bennet, chriſtians may not be allow- 
« ed to think differently, in a doctrine ſo much 
“ above us, which none profeſs to underſtand, 
and in which none on earth, I preſume, think 
& aright in all particulars; if they may not be 
allowed here to intrench themſelves within the 
« limits and terms of holy ſcripture, and ſuſ- 
« pend their belief of human phraſes, where 
& they have no knowledge, no ideas; if this may 
© not be allowed, without breach of charity and 
peace, I ſee no help for it, but we muſt live 
&« in a ſtate of ſlavery, hypocriſy or war.“ It 
« is. of great importance, ſays Mr. Baxter, that 
« we err not by giving too little to the ſacred 
4 ſcriptures. —[This they do] who deny it to 
e be intelligible and perfect, as to its proper 
* uſe, without human ſupplements, which befriend 
« church tyranny, leaving it to clergymen to 
© make us a new faith, new ſacraments, a new 
religion at their pleaſure, and to perſecute 
« good men, who dare not renounce the ſcrip- 
« ture's ſufficiency, and Chriſt's perfection, by, 
«© obeying their dictates and canons as co-ordi- 

“nate with Chriſt, if not co- equal. Theſe make 

« church-concord utterly impoſſible, while they 
deny the ſufficiency, not only of the eſſentials, 
but of all the Bible, to be the terms of con- 


« cord, 


Jeunet Ironicum. page 98. 


181 
* cord, without their ſupplements or additions. 
„As if Chriſt, who is the author and finiſher 
M our faith, and the maker of his own church, 
„ had not ſo much as told us, what a church, 
*-or a chriſtian is, or whom we muſt take for 
« ſuch into our love and communion; nor fixed 
the neceſſary terms of union, but left them to 
&* none knows who, even fallible men, liable to 
* error and tyranny, that can but get upper- 
„ moſt, and ſay then, that they are the true 
church, and the maſters that muſt be obeyed, 
“ while they are themſclves of as many minds 
“ as they are of different countries, intereſts, 
* and degrees of knowledge and ſincerity.” * 
Let us but ſuppoſe any man to come to ſcrip- 
ture with impartial enquiry, and fervent prayer 
for divine aſſiſtance, and then, whatever may be 
the reſult concerning his ſcheme of ſentiment on 
this head, it cannot any way affect his eternal 
ſtate. We ſhall be judged, ſays Saurin, ac- 
« cording to what is clear in the goſpel itſelf; 
« and not according to what is abſtruſe and 
« impenetrable in the ſyſtems of the ſchools. 
« What inducement could we poſſibly have to 
ic endeavour to inform ourſelves, were we poſ- 
ſeſſed of a notion, that our ſentence would be 
regulated by our ideas on a thouſand queſti- 
* ns, which ſome men have boldly ſtated, raſh- 
«.1ly decided, and barbarouſly enforced upon 


„ others, Were it neceſſary to have clear and 
E 2 * complete 


«* Baxter's Pref. to Paraphraſe on the New Teſtament. 
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* complete ideas of the nature of the divine 
* eſſence, —and of many other ſuch queſtions 
* as obſcure as ufeleſs ; were it neceſſary, in 
“ order to receive a favourable ſentence, «who 
dare examine theſe queſtions ? But, chriſtian 
.** foul ! baniſh thy ſcruples. Thy Goo, thy 
“judge, is the ſovereign of his creatures; but he 
% 1s not their tyrant, Thou art free; not a 
% ſlave. The ceconomy, according to which 
thou ſhalt be judged, is an ceconomy of light; 
© and whatever is impenetrable and undecided 
e in the goſpel, hath no relation to that im. 
& which thou wilt undergo.““ 

The goſpel hath ſufficiently afcertained FU 
terms of ſalvation for every man, by requiring, 
not a ſpeculative, but a practical faith, even ſuch 
repentance toward God, and faith toward our Lord 


Feſus Chriſt, as is productive of holy and perſe- 


vering obedience, * Though the ſcripture is 
« plain, ſays Dr. Calamy, that whoſeever believ- 
et not in Chriſt (revealed to them) ſhall be con- 
« demned; yet it neither is ſo, nor warrants our 
« being ſo, as to all other truths, till it can be 
made appear, that they are of equal neceſſity 
with this. I muſt confeſs, I make a mighty 
difference between faith in Chriſt as a Savi- 
tc our, and the belief of ſome particular doctrines 
* which he hath revealed, of which I am apt to 
make eſtimate, from the influence which r 
" ref} pectively have _— practice.“ 


Were 


w Saurin's Sermons. Vol. iii. p. 286, 287. re by 
Mr. Robinſon. 
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Mere we to imagine this divine appointment 
may be ſo modified, as to make any man's ever- 
laſting welfare depend on his attachment to any 
ſet of notions, would it not be applying the ſame 
abſurdity to doctrines, and particularly to this 

of the trinity, as the Papiſts ſo commonly do to 

that of tranſubſtantiation? It reminds me of 
my debating that ſubject with a Roman Catholic 

at Bruſſels, in the year 1740, when I propoſed to- 
him this very plain queſtion, Which of theſe two 

men he would look upon to be in a ſtate of ſal- 
vation; one, who diſbelieved the doctrine of 
tranſubſtantiation, but was in all reſpects emi- 
nently virtuous and devout; or another, who be- 

heved that doctrine, and lived in the allowed 

commiſſion of every ſpecies of criminality ? 

Alas! I was ſoon convinced, that it was in vain 

. to reaſon any longer with a perſon, who declared 

to me in the moſt ſolemn manner, That the- 
* former would undoubtedly be damned, and 

« the latter as undoubtedly be ſaved.” 

- Happier was Archbiſhop Uſer's diſpute with 

a Jeſuit, whom the Papiſts ſtyled, the rock of 
learning, and who was choſe by a Popiſh lady 

for her champion, while Dr. Uher was the 

choice of her huſband, a Proteſtant knight in 

Ireland. The Dr. began the diſputation with 

entreating the lady carefully to obſerve, © That 
« ſcripture is the only infallible rule of faith 

«© and practice. That ſhe might eaſily under- 
e ſtand both the diſputants, as long as they 


« kept within the limits of ſcripture. But when 
E 3 © we 
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« we fly, fays he, to ſubtle diſtinctions, in order 
to evade the force of plain texts; or, leaving 
« ſcripture, ſhall take refuge in authors you 
* know nothing of, then be aſſured, that we 
* are at a loſs, and ſeek victory rather than 
* truth. Keep this rule, Madam, in your mind, 
« for this gencletiun dares not deny it to be a 
i good one.” Accordingly, in the courſe of 
the diſputation, the lady ſaw, that her champion 


was not to be confined to ſcripture, but had 


recourſe to languages and authors quite out of 
her reach, and in the iſſue ſhe became a good 
Proteſtant,” ! 

No one could _ the humble and pious 
Dr. Watts, either in laborious and candid: en- 
quiries after truth, or in fervent prayers that his 
attempts might be ſucceſsful, We have a 
very remarkable proof of this, in a poſthumous 
publication, entitled, A ſolemn addreſs ie the 
great and ever-bleſſed God on a review of what 
he had written in the trinitarian controverſy. * 
Part of that addreſs is as follows. Hadſi 


chou informed me, gracious Father, in any 


« place of thy word, that this divine doctrine 
« 4s not to be underſtood by men, and yet they 
« were required to believe it, I would have 
e ſubdued all my curioſity to faith, and ſubmit- 


ted my wandering and doubtful imaginations, 


eas far as it was Fedde. to the holy and wiſe 
deter- 


y Clarke's Life of Uher. 410. page 332—234: Fol. page 
295. TH | 
# * Fatts's Works, 4to. Vol. iv. page 640—643. 
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4 -determinations of thy word. Thou art wit- 
* neſs, O my God, with what diligence, with 
«. what conſtancy and care, I have read and 
« ſearched thy holy word; how early and late, 
by day and by night, I have been making 
& theſe enquiries: how fervently I have been 
« ſeeking thee, on my bended knees, and di- 
« rected my humble addreſſes to thee, to en- 
lighten my darkneſs, and to ſhew me the 
meaning of thy word, that I may learn what 
* I muſt believe, and what I muſt practiſe, 
« with regard to this doctrine, in order to pleaſe 
« thee, and obtain eternal life. Forbid it, O 
„my Gop, that ever I ſhould be ſo unhappy 
« as to unglorify my Father, my Saviour, or 
„ my Sanctifier, in any of my ſentiments or ex- 
< preflions concerning them.” 
If ſuch diligent, candid and devout enquiry 
after truth had been more generally practiſed 
among chriſtians, they would never have allow- 
ed themſelves in forming raſh concluſions con- 
cerning each others characters, merely on ac- 
count of their different ſentiments on this doc- 
trine. Thoſe, who adhere to the Athanaſian 
ſcheme would never have aſcribed the opinions 
of any of their oponents to want of grace. Nor 
would the latter have imputed the doctrine of 
the former to want of ſenſe. Why ſhould moral 
defects be neceſſarily connected with one ſpecies 
of ſpeculation, or natural defects with another? 
How much better for both ſides to have waved 
all indecent recriminations ! The. evil lies, 

of Ws _ hh 
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e ſays Mr. Elliot, not in any eſſential difference 
* that there is in the faith of the Unitarians and 
* Trinitarians about the Trinity; but in their 
* laying ſuch a ſtreſs on their different explana- 
« tions of it, as to judge, cenſure, and exclude 
each other from the churches of Chriſt, mere- 
ly on account of that difference. And I am 
« firmly perſuaded, that ſuch a conduct is not 
% warranted by ſcripture, nor acceptable to 
« Gop, nor profitable to the ſaints; but is quite 
« the reverſe in all, and every one of them.“ 
In ſuch a doubtſul caſe, how happy to ſay with 
the apoſtle, Let every man be fully perſuaded in his 
own. mind! Why daſt thou judge thy brother? 
Hath not Gop given, both to him and to thee, 
a right to judge, in ſuch matters, each for him 
ſelf? Had theſe rational and ſcriptural conſi- 
derations been more generally attended to, 
according to their obvious importance, there 
would have been leſs occaſion to admire the 
candour of Mr. Robert Robinſon, of Cambridge, 
in his Plea for the divinity of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
3ſt Edit. Though he appears to be one of its 
warmeſt advocates,” yet he ſhows himſelf to be 
equally warm for the moſt charitable and bro- 
therly treatment of thoſe, who are thought moſt 


pf all to differ from him, See this in his man- 


ner of propoſing and anſwering the following 

queſtions. What a ſtrange divinity of 

9 *Chrifl _ hold! er- gow t you explain 
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1 Elliet's Divine — the — teft of ſound dodtrine, 
page 331. 
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it by the Athanafian creed, or by ſome ap- 


proved ſyſtem ? Becauſe I don't underſtand 


it well enough, and becauſe creeds do not ſa- 


« tisfy me. Would you have me explain what 
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I do not underſtand ? - Why do you not per- 


ſecute, at leaſt with the tongue, thoſe mon- 


ſtrous Unitarians ? Becauſe 1 have no warrant 
from Chriſt to do ſo, nor the left inclination 


to forge one.— This is well enough: But why 


« do you praiſe them in every company? Be- 


cc 
ce 


« them, and to maintain an intimacy with them? _ 


cauſe a miſtaking man may merit praiſe for 
that very induſtry, which hath led him into 
an error, and for that integrity which makes 
him, againſt his intereſt, ſupport it.—But 
what occaſion is there to keep company with 


« Becauſe on every other article they edify me, 


and on this we agree to differ. In the poſſeſ- 


ſion of this truth, I think, I have the advan- 


tage of them. In regard to many others, I 


am not worthy to ſpeak to them; I glory in 


being their diſciple.— In what light then do 
you. conſider a ſincere: man, who denies our 


Lord's divinity ? In the light of a miſtaken 
brother; in every other attitude an object of 
eſteem, and in that of denying the divinity 


of my Lord, an object of my tendereſt com- 


paſſion.— All this argues great coldneſs to 
your Lord! I would rather be frozen into a 
formaliſt, than inflamed with the fire of hell; 


in the firſt caſe L ſhould be a harmleſs ſtatue; 
in the laſt a:deſtroyer like the devil. 


In 
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In one af the preceding queſtions Mr. Robin 

Jen's opponents are called Unitarians, Under 
that term, according to its real import, are 
comprehended all thoſe, who do not explain the 
diſtinction in the Godhead by three diſtin 
ſelf-conſcious beings. So that every one is an 
Unitarian, who is not a Tritheiſt, But it is evis 
dent, by the animadverſions contained in Mr. 
Robinſon's tract, that he more immediately refers 
to ſuch Unitarians, as are the reputed followers 
of Photinus and Socinus. If there is a propriety 
in making uſe of ſuch terms, as diſtinguiſh thoſe 
ſentiments concerning the trinity, which deviate 
from what is properly called Athanaſianiſin, this 
of Unitarian is much more intelligible than that 
of Arian. The latter is but one of the many 
different ſpecies included under the former, Yet 
nothing hath been more common, though no- 
thing can be more improper, than to call all 
thoſe Arians, who do not rank themſelves with 
the followers, of Athanaſius. The impropriety 
is ſtill more apparent, as there never was a time, 
perhaps, when the real followers of Arius were 
ſo few, as in the preſent day, or thoſe of the 
other different ſpecies of Unitarians more nu- 
merous. 

But whatever fame or iba: according to 
vulgar eſtimation, may belong to names or par- 
ties, it is a moſt important truth, that Chriſt. 
hath given us no warrant, as Mr. Robinſon well 
argues, to ſpeak evil of others, on account of 


and 


their differing from us in religious ſentiments, 


L „ F 
and particularly in their manner of 
and expreſſion concerning this doctrine. For, 
as the learned Grotius obſerves [in the motto of 
the title page], If there be any one point in 
te the whole compaſs of chriſtian doctrine, in 
& which it is eaſy, either to be in an error, or 
© to be accuſed of being ſo, it is this of the 
trinity.“ Should many ferious chriſtians be 
found. in the rank of ſuch accuſers, we need not 
be ſurprized. Probably they have read little 
upon the ſubject, that had any tendency to diſ- 
cover to them its difficulties, and how much 
the moſt learned and pious in different ages and 
countries have differed from each other in their 
conceptions and expreſſions concerning it. Per- 
haps all their ideas of it are conſined within the 
narrow limits of a particular party, and all their 
ways of expreſſing it have been dictated to them 
by their catechiſms and accuſtomed forms of wor. 
ſhip. The many diſadvantages they are under for 
attaining to more diſtinft knowledge, added to 
their undeſigning ſimplicity and ſerious piety, will 
go far in apologizing for them; at leaſt theſe will 
entitle them to the tender pity of thoſe, whom 
they raſhly and ignorantly condemn, But it will 
not be ſo eaſy to excuſe perſons of a more libes 
ral education, eſpecially miniſters of the goſpel, 
if they ſhould ſo far forget themſelves, and the 
importance of their character and example, as 
to promote reputed orthodoxy, by what, in them, 
makes near approaches to real immorality. For 
is it not immoral, to murther the reputation of 
others 


[ 64 ] ; 
others by charges without proof, or by plauſible 
inſinuations of ſuch things as have no real exiſt- 
ence but in vulgar prejudices? Is not this hold- 
ing the truth in unrighteouſneſs ; not as it is in 
Feſus, but as it is in the grand accuſer of the 
brethren ? Hath not ſuch a temper and conduct 
a tendency in the moſt effectual manner to pre- 
judice the minds of young people, and eſpeci- 
ally of young divines, againſt the very doctrine 

it is deſigned to inculcate? No doubt ſuch in- 
temperate zeal will plead conſcience for what it 
does. But the plea is utterly inſufficient, as long 
as their practice is irrational and unſcriptural. 
Thus Calvin pleaded conſcience, when he per- 
ſecuted Servetus to a violent death. Archbiſhop 
Cranmer as conſcientiouſly concurred with the 
utors of Lambert the martyr, and read the 
ſentence of his burning at the ſtake. It muſt be 
allowed, that both Calvin and Cranmer acted ac- 
cording to the miſtaken but prevailing ſpirit of 
the age in which they lived, when perſecution 
for mere ſentiments in religion was adopted by 
every party that happened to rule, Such a 
miſtaken conſcience our Lord deſcribes, when 
he ſays, Whoſcever killeth Jou, will think he deeth 
God ſervice. 
lf, ſaid the excellent Mr. John Jennings 
“to his pupils, it be your profeſſed judgment, 
as J perſuade myſelf it will be, that ſerip- 
ture is to be the only ſtandard of ortho- 
« doxy; and if, out of regard to that, you 
. e from conſecrated forms and received 
| opinions 


1 

* opinions; you muſt: expect to be ſveryyſcs 
«yerely handled, by thoſe who care! enflayet 
eto: them. For they will think dhemſelves 
4 indiſpenſibly obliged to oppoſe ybur tepu⸗ 
tation and ſucceſs; leſt you ſhould propa- 
gate your miſchie vous notions, and fill bur 
„ churches with heterodoxy and ſeduction.“ 
Dr. Doddridge, who was one of Mr. Jennings's 
pupils, obſerves concerning his wile. tutelage, 
** That he always ſhowed a remarkable care 
% to. form them to a catholic temper. He 
„ knew that nurſeries of bigots are the devil's 
% magazines, from which he: draws out the 
* moſt fatal artillery, to perpetuate. the deſo- 
* lations of the church. And no doubt he 
had ſeen, in many inſtances, that when 

young miniſters had taken it into their heads 
+ to imagine that a ſet of human phraſes is 
« he goſpel, and a particular party of chriſti- 
„ ans the church, their learning and their zeal 
„ will only make them the more formidable 
« inſtruments of miſchief. — To prevent that 
temper of mind in us, which might have 
« been ſo pernicious to the world, and would 
« certainly have been very uneaſy to ourſelves, 
« jt was his firſt and his conſtant care to form 
„e us to a reverence and affection for our 
« bibles, and to teach us to take our religious 
-« notions from thence, without any regard at 
« all to human names and authority in expli- 
« cation of them. You will caſily perceive, 
« chat this method would put an ner: 
period 
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te period to 4 great many diſputes, which peo- 
«ple diſturb themſelves and others with; tho? 
„ when they are laid in this balance, they are 
„ Atogether lighter than vanity.” “ 
„ While proteſtants acknowledge, in words, 
« ſays an ingenĩous writer of the preſent day, 
that the ſcriptures are the rule of faith, and 
* alone ſufficient to make men wiſe unto ſalva- 
„ ſtion, and every party is well diſpoſed to 
judge for themſelves; they appear extremely 
« jealous of granting the ſame liberty to one 
« another; and, inſtead of the ſcriptures, 
* would ſlip in their own explications and 
* comments, bind their deciſions upon others 
as an infallible ſtandard, and oblige them 
„ to ſee with zheir eyes. And what is this 
but popery under another name? It is the 
* worſt and moſt pernicious part of it. Such 
* have been led to believe through accident; 
„and they can perceive no reaſon why others 
* ſhould not believe in the fame manner. 
They depend not, therefore, upon argument 
© but authority. If you ſee with their eyes, 
« it is well; but if you will uſe your own, you 
* may be fully aſſured, that the ſeverity of 
penal laws, if the power ſhall be unhappily 
& lodged in their hands, will convince you 
of your obſtinacy. Or if they can go no 
« further, they will ſhow what manner of ſpirit 


* they are of, by fairly giving you over to the 


5 Doddridge's Manuſcript account of his Tutor, Mr. Fen- 
nings's Method of Education. page 84, 85, 114, 115» 
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devil, ſo far as their intereſt goes. In vain, 
therefore, do theſe patrons of religious uni- 
* formity talk of liberty, of conſcience, of 
* reaſon and argument. They are at bottom 
* the enemies of conſcience and private judg- 
cc. ment.” © 

How well, fon Dr. Watts, hath the bleſſed 
% Gop provided for love and union amongſt all 
* his true worſhippers! He hath left them no 
1 juſt ground to contend and quarrel, or break 
* themſelves into little angry parties, for he 
* hath now appointed but one religion for them 
44 all, one general method of acceſs to him. 
He hath ordained but one Mediator, Jeſus 
„ Chriſt, and hath appointed one Spirit to 
&* draw their hearts near to himſelf, A glorious 
c religion indeed, that unites Jews and Gentiles; 
« and mankind of all nations to the great and 
« bleſſed Goo! And what a diſgrace is it to 
* this religion, that we ſhould not be more 
0 united to one another ? Wie are no more 


« ſtrangers and foreigners, but fellow-citizens with 


* the ſaints, and of the houſe-hold of God. What 
« a moſt abſurd and grievous thing is it, that 
« we, who are brought into ſuch a ſtate of 
« friendſhip by divine grace, ſhould obey the 
« corrupt dictates of nature, and the luſts of 
* the fleſh! That we ſhould quarrel and fight, 
« even in the preſence of that Goo, to whom 
« we have acceſs by the blood of one Mediator, 

40 and 


* Enquiry into the powers of Fccleſiaſtict. page 71, 101, 
102, 
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and iby the influence of one Spirit l. Surety 
this muſt be a Spirit of union, and peace, 
and love; this one Spirit which reconciles Gob 
and man, who were at a dreadful diſtance, 
this Spirit which reconciles Jews and Gentiles, 
* who were mutual ſtrangers and enemies, And 
„ how can we ſuppoſe we are governed by this 
« uniting Spirit, this Spirit of gentleneſs, meek- 
“ neſs and friendſhip, if we indulge the fer- 
“ ments of wrath and revenge in our boſom; 
« if we reſolve to carry on ſtrife and conten- 
« tion, with the language of railing and revil- 
<« ing, againſt thoſe, who worſhip the ſame Go 
* by the ſame Mediator? How can we hope 
« that this Spirit hath ever reconciled us to 
« Gop, if we perſiſt in enmity againſt our 
„ brethren ? Should we have all faith, and 
* remove mountains, if we have not love, we are 
4 not chriſtians. The very nature and life of 
« chriſtianity is faith working by love, faith 
« leading the ſoul to Gop through the media- 
« tion of Jeſus.Chriſt his Son, by the aid of 
« the Holy Spirit, and producing all works of 
« holineſs by the influence of love to Gop and 
* man, May this be wrought in our hearts 
« and practiſed in the whole courſe of our 


« life! © 
I know, Sir, your hoſpitable manſion hath. of. 


ten entertained ſuch company, whoſe cenſures 
of others, and eule of their reverend 
brethren 


« Watts's Sermons, Vol. ii. page 481, 482, ro. 
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: brethren, have occaſioned not a little pain to 
your candid mind. In ſuch a caſe, it would be 
perfectly conſiſtent with the rules of hoſpitali- 
ty and politeneſs, as well as afford you an un- 
ſpeakable pleaſure, if you could ſuggeſt any 
thing, that might leſſen their fondneſs of their 
own manner of expreſſing this doctrine, and at 
the ſame time moderate their reſentment againſt 
thoſe, whoſe ſentiments, or prudence, or ten- 
derneſs to others oblige them to make uſe 
of very different modes of expreſſion, You 
would thereby, not only promote the true in- 
tereſt of chriſtianity, but moſt effectually anſwer, 
what is, indeed, the principal deſign of this 
letter. For with no other intention are the ſen- 
timents and expreſſions of ancient and modern 


writers here aſcertained, and their difference 


from each other placed in ſuch a diſtinguiſhing 
point of view. From theſe copious materials 
vou may eaſily collect, while in converſation 
with your friends, whatever hath a more im- 
mediate tendency to leſſen their confidence in 
the propriety of their favourite phraſeolegy. 
No doubt you will find them diſſatisfied with 


Dr. Doddridge's propoſitions, though he produces 


ſuch abundant evidence from ſcripture for them, 
as, by conſulting his book, you will ſee under 
their ſeveral ſolutions and demonſtrations, On 
the contrary, I profeſs the higheſt eſteem for 
the Doctor's interpretation of ſcripture, on this 
ſubject, as the beſt-I have ever met with. But 


I moſt ſincerely juſtify my brethren in their 
£ F attach- 
7 %, 
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attachment to any different interpretation, I 
only wiſh, that we may be perfectly agreed in 
allowing each other the unlimited exerciſe of 
our chriſtian liberty, and our right of private 
judgment. You will as undoubtedly hear your 
zealous friends aſſerting nothing leſs than a 
deity, conſiſting of three proper diſtinct perſons, 
independent upon and entirely equal to each 
other. You may therefore aſk them ſuch queſ- 
tions as theſe. Is not a Philoſophical perſonality 
* your meaning here? If ſo, is it not unrea- 
6 ſonable, unſcriptural, and abſurd to conceive 
&« of ſupreme deity, as having three diſtinct 
« wills, three diſtinct ſelf. conſciouſneſſes? Or, 
« that the ſame ſelf-conſciouſneſs ſhould be 
te common and mutual to three diſtin& eternal 
« ſpirits? Or, that the ſame abſolute per- 
« fections of deity ſhould be communicated 
« from one philoſophical perſon to another, 
« and from both to a third, ſo as each of the 
« three to retain the whole? On the other 
& hand, if they mean a political perſonality, 
« whether it is not as unreaſonable and un- 
« ſcriptural to reduce the Son and Spirit to a 
«© mere nominal exiſtence ? May we not apply 
* to all ſuch human ſchemes, theſe expreſſive 
% but humbling lines of Mr. Baxter, in Tus 
« Poetical Fragments? 

We croud about a little ſpark, 

« Learnedly ftriving in the dark; 

« Never ſo bold, as when moſt blind; 

« Run _ when the truth's behind. 

66 * 
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On the whole, whether it is not far more 
e eligible to decline the uſe of language, ſo 
e utterly inſufficient for its intended purpoſe, 
* ſo entirely the invention of fallible men, 
and ſo much the engine of endleſs debate, 
« and the ſource of hatred, ſeparation, and 
« every evil work? Whether it was not the 
« felicity of the apoſtolic fathers, eſpecially of 
“ the Apoſtles themſelves, to know nothing 
© of ſuch language? In one word, whether a 
« juſt value for ſcripture will not grow, in pro- 
“portion as this fondneſs for human phraſes 
js diminiſhed? — And may we not hope, 
e that by ſtrictly adhering to ſcripture, and 
e exalting, as we ought, its honour and in- 
4 fluence, we ſhall not only avoid every un- 
« juſtifiable extreme in ourſelves, but moſt 
<« effectually prevent the oppoſite extremes of 
others? Let us but reſolve to ſhow, on every 
4 proper occaſion, our determinate preference 
« of ſcripture-language to the words of human 
invention, and our opponents will find them- 
&« ſelves diſarmed. Then they will no more 
« venture to tell us, — that our's may be ſtiled 
«© the Athanaſian hereſy ; — that we are no bet- 
« ter than polytheiſts ; — that all who worſhip 
« Chriſt are idolaters ; — that there is no more 
4 foundation in the new teſtament for worſhip- 
« ing Chriſt, than the virgin Mary; — that 
« Chriſt is the Calviniſt's idol; —&c. &c. Such 
* kind of language hath frequently given us 
* much pain, eſpecially when it was heighten- 
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ed, as is too commonly the caſe, with a ſpirit 
of ſneer and ridicule, Were we again to 


meet with perſons equally dogmatical, it 


might well-become us, to be dumb with fi- 
lence, to hold our peace, even from good, and 
our ſorrow be ſtirred. But their deſerved 
rebuke we may properly leave to an inge- 
nious writer, againſt whom, it is preſumed, 
they will have no objection. — There are, 
ſays he, not a few pretenders to a liberal 


* ſpirit, who make their own opinions the 


utmoſt boundary of free enquiry, and are 
no leſs ſevere in their cenſures of thoſe, who 
venture one ſtep beyond their line, than the 
moſt rigid ſupporters of ancient ſyſtems,” * 

If you ſucceed, Sir, in this firſt effort, and 


have the pleaſure to obſerve your company leſs 
attached to words without proper meaning, 
you will more chearfully proceed to ſome far- 
ther enquiries, ſuch as theſe, © Why ſhould 
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not unſcriptural ſpeculations be as tolerable 
in others, as in ourſelves? Have they not 
the ſame right to exerciſe the faculty of 
imagination and invention, as we have? Is 
not fallibility as inſeparable from our cha- 
rater, as from theirs? If our indefenſible 
expreſſions on this ſubject have been con- 
ſiſtent with our retaining the eſſential truths 
of the goſpel, and the piety of real chriſti- 
ans, why ſhould it not be equally fo with 
theirs? Do they not profeſs the ſame value 
for ſcripture, as the wy infallible. ſtandard 

cc of 

. Enfield's nate! * page 232. 
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of faith and practice? Have they not the 
ſame right to interpret ſcripture for them- 
ſelves? Are there not in their writings the 
evidences of learning and modeſty ? Are 
not their lives blameleſs, exemplary and 
uſeful? In all theſe reſpects do they not 


“ juſtly claim our eſteem? And when we 
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have this eſteem for them, does it not 
contribute to the repoſe of our minds; as 


there is nothing more ſubverſive of ſelf- 


enjoyment, than bigotted and unfriendly 


thoughts of others? In urging this friendly 


temper towards them, may I not very pro- 
perly remind you of the pious Mr. Haly- 
burton, who, you know, was one of the moſt 


orthodox divines of the Church of Scotland? 


Was it not in the neareſt views of eternity, 
that he ſaid ?—I leave this one advice more 
to my family, that whereas we have a proſ- 
pect of divided times and different appre- 
henſions and practices amongſt miniſters and 


people; beware of intereſting yourſelves in 


thoſe differences, or entertaining prejudices 
againſt miniſters upon the one hand or the 


other. There will be faithful miniſters on 


both ſides, and on either hand they will act, 


according to their light, ſincerely, Who- 


ever ſhall weaken any of their hands, will 
find no peace in it at the cloſe of the day. 
I love their perſons that differ from me, and 
I value what I fee of Gop in them. But I 


am to call no man maſter but Chriſt." — But 


F 2. «© there 
f Halyburton's Life. page 180, 194. 
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e there are other inducements to our eſteem 
for them, that are of a nature ſtill more in- 
< tereſting and important, Are they not per- 
e fectly agreed with us in acknowledging one 
© God, and one Mediator between God and man, 
„ the man Chriſt Jeſus, who gave himſelf a ranſom 
% for all, and through whom we all have an acceſs 
& by one ſpirit unto the Father? Is not ſuch a- 
„ greement an infinitely ſtronger bond of union, 
e than any mode of mere human ſpeculation or 
© expreſſion? What doth hinder us then from 
s cultivating friendſhip with them? and you, 
e gentlemen, in particular, from giving them 
&* the right hand of fellowſhip in every miniſterial 
&« function? Or rather, why does not love to 
“ Chriſt and his members, and zeal for the 
© honour and intereſt of our common chriſti- 
% anity, oblige us to maintain chriſtian com- 
“ munion with them, on every occaſion, and 
« without the leaſt interruption ? Which of us 
« js not all attention to the apoſtle, when he 
« ſays, Receive them, but not to doubtful diſputa- 
«© tions, Let us therefore follow after the things 
« cohich make for peace, and things wherewith 
« one may edify another ?— Do we not heartily 
« concur with Mr. Baxter, when he wiſhed, 
« that Gop's own word were taken for the 
« ſufficient terms of our conſent and concord, 
% in order to union and communion ?5 And 
„ ſhall-we not as heartily conclude, with Mr. 
« Howe, in wiſhing theſe things might be 

| | © con- 


8 Coleny's Abridgment, Vol. I. page 469, 470. 2d Edit. 
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ts conſidered and diſcourſed with /e/s confidence 
« and peremptory determination, with a greater 
« awe of what is divine and ſacred, and that 
« we may more confine ourſelves to the plain 
* words of ſcripture in this matter, and be 
& content therewith,” * 

While you are ſuggeſting to your gueſts ſuch 
perſuaſions to caution and candour, I doubt not, 
Sir, but they will admire your diſcernment and 
benevolence. They will feel their ſocial hours 
paſs away with pleaſure and profit well mingled, 
When they depart, it will be with a full con- 
viction, that your enquires were by no means 
intended for perſonal victory, but were ſolely 
calculated for the nobler purpoſe of exchang- 
ing the prejudices of education and raſh cen- 
ſures of others, for ſolid wiſdom and brotherly 
love. 

Deſirable as it is, that ſuch wiſdom and can- 
dour may have their proper influence in all our 
ſocial interviews, it is not leſs ſo, to have the 
ſame ſalutary influence extended to public ſer- 
mons and prayers. It cannot but be painful 
to every diſcerning and pious mind, to hear a 
miniſter in the pulpit; perhaps in all the heat 
and inexperience of youth; and much more if 
his years are ſufficient to have meliorated his 
temper, and improved his knowledge; yet ex- 


preſſing himſelf without the leaſt intimation of 


ſelf-diffidence, and with the moſt ſevere cen- 
ſures upon others; though the ſubject itſelf 
F 4 hath 


k Howe's Works, Vol. II. page 555. 
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hath puzzled the moſt learned, ſagacious and 
pious minds through ſucceſſive ages, and they 
have entertained ſuch widely different ſenti- 
ments concerning it. It is painful to obſerve, 
with what ſolemn confidence thoſe peculiar 
phraſes are uttered in a worſhipping aſſembly, 
which men have invented, to ſhow themſelves 
wiſe above what is written, and concerning the 
meaning and tendency of which, if the ſpeaker 
was properly interrogated, he would ſoon find 
himſelf involved in the greateſt perplexities, 
In all probability he would be obliged to re- 
flect upon himſelf with conſcious ſhame, for 
not underſtanding, either what he ſaid, or whereof 
he affirmed, On the contrary, he would find 
no expedient ſo effectual, in order to reſtore 
and maintain the peace of his mind, or ſecure 
his reputation and uſefulneſs, as both in prayer 
and preaching to expreſs himſelf, as much as 
poſſible, in ſuch terms as will avoid giving of- 
fence, and tend to edify true chriftians of all 
ſentiments and denominations. Or rather, ac- 
cording to the excellent advice of Paul to Titus, 
in dofirine, as well as in prayer, ſhowing uncor- 
ruptneſs, gravity, ſincerity, ſound « ſpeech, that 
cannot be condemned; that he that is of the con- 
trary part may be aſhamed, having no evil thing 
to ſay of you. Would to Gop, that young 
miniſters attended to this apoſtolic advice, when 
they are drawing up their confeſſions of faith, 
-preparatory to. their ordination ! And that all 
thoſe miniſters, who aſſiſt on ſuch occaſions, 
as 


PL 
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as well as other perſons who attend them, 
would be ambitious of conforming to it them- 
ſelves, and take complacency in them that do! 
But if any be otherwiſe minded, doting about 


queſtions, and ſtrifes of words, whereof cometh 


envy, ſtrife, railings, evil ſurmiſings, and per- 
verſe diſputings, let us either poſſeſs ourſelves 
in ſilence, or by the meekneſs of wiſdom endea- 
vour to bring good out of evil, 


Conſidering what plain directions and nume- | 


rous examples we have in ſcripture, concerning 
prayer, it is ſtrange that ſuch groſs deviations 
from them ſhould have ſo much prevailed in 
the manner of conducting that intereſting part 
of public worſhip. It was with an immediate 
reference to the language of public prayer, and 
well-confiſtent with his great reforming work, 


that Luther ſaid, © The word, Trinity, ſounds 


„% oddly, and is a human invention; it were 
« better to call Almighty Gov, Gop, than 
« Trinity.” * Calvin more explicitly extended 
his remarks, both to prayer and preaching, 
„However, ſays he, ſome may pour out their 
“ virulent language againſt this faith, [that is, 


e concerning the Trinity] it will be ſafe for 


ce us never to deviate from it, We ſhall there- 
by ſecure to ourſelves the additional advan- 
&« tages, of avoiding many thorny queſtions, 
« and of exploding thoſe modes of expreſſion, 


* which are as rude and ungrammatical, as 


they 
| Mart. Lutheri Poftilla in Evangel, Dominic. Bes Mor- 
decai's Letters. No. 1. page 75. 
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they are utterly unſcriptural, I will inſtance 
in that uſual but vulgar prayer, O Holy 
& Trinity, thou one God, have mercy on us, It 
4 diſpleaſes me, as it is nothing elſe but a 
&« ſenſeleſs barbariſm. Inſtead therefore, of 
” diſputing about things of a trifling and ſu- 
e perfluous nature, I only wiſh you to abide 
& by what I have ſaid, That there are three 
« perſons in one eſſence.” He immediately 
goes on to obſerve, how much he was alſo 
offended with the crudities, too commonly 
made uſe of, not only in prayer, but in the 
manner of interpreting ſcripture. © I muſt, 
e ſays he, conſider their talk as vain babbling, 
&« who attempt, by their comments, to darken 
% that pure and genuine doctrine of piety, 
* which hath nothing in it of ſingularity, 
They aſſert, for inſtance, — that one God and 
% one Mediator, is the Trinity; — that to'kxnow 
« thee the one God, muſt mean the Trinity ; — 
% that ye believe in God, is ye believe in the 
« Trinity; or, — that whatſoever ye aſe of the 
& Father, ye alk of the Trinity. Such inter- 
« pretations, let us reject, not merely becauſe 
they are inſipid and injudicious, but becauſe _ 
« they are prophane,” * | 

J The 


* Quicquid- blaterent virulentæ linguz, in hac fide 
Iſcil. de Trinitate] acquieſcere ſemper tutum erit : ſicuti 
utile quoque ſpinoſis multis queſtionibus anſam præcidere, 
ſimulque ſuperſedere a formulis loquendi vel nimium aſ- 

peris, vel ſeripturæ uſu remotis. Precatio vulgo trita eſt, 
ſancta 
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The leading deſign of Calvin, in his addreſſes 
to the Proteſtants in Poland, and particularly in 
the letter from whence the above paſſages are 
taken, was to caution them, both againſt tri- 
theiſm in ſentiment, and againſt a tritheiſtic 
manner of expreſſion. His making uſe of ſuch 
ſtrong terms of diſapprobation as barbarous, 
infipid, and prophane; would be ſure to offend 
the Papiſts, who are ſo very fond of a tri- 
theiſtic Trinity. Accordingly we find him ſe- 
verely cenſured: by the Jeſuits, as heretical in 
the doctrine of the Trinity, and apparently for 
no other reaſon but becauſe he was not a Tri- 
theift, in which view he properly comes under 
the denomination of an Unitarian. 

The 


* | 
and Trinitas, unus Deus, miſerere noſtri. Mihi non pla- 
cet, ac omnino barbariem ſapit. Nolim igitur vos de 
rebus ſupervacuis litigare, modo illibatum maneat quod 
dixi de tribus in una eſſentia perſonis. — Quid blateret 


Stancarus, nihil moror, nec vero æquum eſt, puram et 


genuinam pietatis doctrinam, cui nihil affine habet, ejus 
commentis obſcurari: quod ergo ab eo dicitur, un 
Deus et unus Mediator, id eſt Trinitas: item, ut cogno/cant 
te unum Deum, id eſt Trinitatem: creditis in Deum, id eſt 
Trinitatem : guicguid peticritie a patre, id eſt a Trinitate: 
non modo tanquam inſipidum, ſed profanum quoque re- 
pudiamus. 

Calvini Opuſcula. page 1972, 1973. Edit. Genev. 1566. 
Fac. T heel. Vol. 1. page 946. Edit. Genev. 1576. 
Opera, Tom. 7. page 686, 687. Ed. Genev, 1617. 


w—— Fpift. ad Polonot. Vol. 8. page 591. Edit. Ame. 
1667: Curcellæi Opera. page 833. 
Scott's Efſay towards a demonſtration of the * Trinity. 
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The pretended errors of Calvin, in almoſt 
every point of divinity, were collected by 
James Gualter, a Jeſuit; and this, relating to 
the Trinity, as it ſtands in that collection, is 
, the twenty fourth, In quoting the above paſ- 
ſage from Calvins works, the Jeſuit gives 
Calvins words in ſuch an unfair manner, as 
hath ever been too common, both among 
Papiſts and Proteſtants, The Jeſuit's words 
are theſe. © It is Calviu's twenty fourth error, 
that we are not to pray to the moſt Holy 
Trinity. This we have in his Letter to the 
% Poles, where he ſays, that Prayer ſo com- 
„ monly made uſe of, O Holy Trinity, thou one 
* God, have mercy on us, diſpleaſes me, as in 
<« plain terms, it ſtinks of its own barbariſm, 
« — He even calls their faith, ſtupid, fooliſh, 
« and prophane, who imagine, that to believe 

« in Gop, is to believe in the Trinity.“ 
Another eminent 2 would alſo be thought 
to entertain ſuſpicions of Calvin's orthodoxy, 
on this head, as appears by the following re- 
mark 


vVviceſſimus quartus [error ſcil.] ſanctiſſimam Trinita- 
tem non eſſe invocandam. Hæc precatio (ait Calvinus 
in ſua Epiſtola ad Polonos) communiter recepta, Sancta 
Trinitas, unus Deus, miſerere nobis, mihi non placet, ac 
plane ſuam barbariem redolet. — Et non multo poſt, — 
Stolidam, fatuam ac profanam vocat eorum fidem, qui 
ſentiunt credere in Deum efſe credere in Trinitatem. 
Tabula Chronographica Status Eccleſiæ Catholice. Nec now 
veterum errorum cum recentioribus Calviniane Sectæ Hære- 


Abus collatio. Autore Jacobo Gualterio, Sotietatis Feſw. 
page 773. Lug. [Galliz] 1614. 
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mark of Mr. Charnock, [in his Sermon on Mark 


x. 18.] © Others lay, [vid. Calvin in locum] 


« that Chriſt had no intention to draw the ruler 


© to an acknowledgment of his deity, but only 
e to aſſert his diyine authority, or miſſion from 


% Gop. For which interpretation Maldonat 
4 calls Calvin an Arianizer. He doth not here 
« aſſert the eſſence of his deity, but the au- 
e thority of his doctrine,” " 


Solicitude to make every text ſpeak the 


language of ſome favourite hypotheſis, how- 
ever contrary to the ſpirit of the context, is 


not peculiar to Jeſuits. But we may here ob- 
ſerve, how artfully Calvin is repreſented, as 


totally rejecting the word, Trinity, only becauſe 


he points out to his readers the groſs abuſe of 
it; and how this general propoſition, 7o believe 


in God, is ſubſtituted for our Lord's particular 


command, ye believe in God, to which he im- 


mediately adds, believe alſo in me, thereby li- 


miting the former to his father. Deſirous as 


Gualter was to pervert Calvin's meaning, it 


ſeems he could not practiſe his art with equal 
plauſibility on the other ſeriptures mentioned 
by Calvin. It affords however, an additional 
proof of the authenticity of the paſſage now 


extracted from Calvin's works. 


With ſuch a ſimilar tendency to reforma- 
tion, as that we have now traced in Luther and 
Calvin, it is obſerved by Mr. Robinſon, [in his 
Plea for the Deejay of Chriſt, iſt Ed.] . That 


the 
= Charnct'; Works, Vol 1. page 575» 
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&© the creed, which is called Athanaftus's, we 
< neither underſtand, nor can we conceive 
* how the repetition of it can be thought an 
act of divine worſhip, acceptable to Gop ; 
« and its damnatory clauſes we utterly abhor. 
« We do not propoſe diſtin addreſſes in 
„ prayer to Gop the Father, Gop the Son, 
„ and Gop the Holy Ghoſt, as the eftabliſhed - 
&* 'Litany does, God is one undivided eſſence, 
* and to him, the one Gop, is our worſhip 
« addrefled, thro' the Mediator Jeſus Chriſt,” 

Thus far Mr. Robinſon agrees with what we 
have already ſeen in Mr. Benjamin Bennet; viz. _ 
« That our chief concern with the Son of 
« Gop, is as Mediator,” And with the fol- 
lowing definition of Mr. Simon Browne, * Wor- 
« ſhip, in general, ſays he, is nothing elſe but 
«inward reſpect to a ſuperior being, in pro- 
portion to its known excellencies, rank, 
<« ſtate, power, &c. expreſſed by proper ex- 
ie ternal ſigns.“ According to this definition, 
Mr. Browne goes on to argue, that if this 
44 worſhip be done out of obedience to a 
« divine command, Gop is directly honoured 
« and worſhipped therein. That by ſuch wor- 
« ſhip the natural obligation of the frſ com- 
© mand is not deſtroyed. That we are bound 
* to worſhip Chriſt as Mediator; as for in- 
c ftance, — by faving faith in him, — baptiſm 
« into his name, — remembrance of him in 
* his ſupper, — and by praying to the Father 


through the Son, — That this homage paid 
* to 
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© to the Mediator, is even to his humanity, as 
* that is neceſſary to his mediatorſnip. That 
« all in Chriſt, bearing the office of Mediator, 
* muſt be worſhipped, when he is. And that 
&© his being Gop, may be a motive, that is, a 
c foundation, for our firmer truſt in him; but 
« the formal reaſon for our truſting in him as 
« Mediator, muſt be, that he is Mediator, and 
* conſtituted ſuch by GoD.“ Mr. Browne's 
definition, and his inferences from it, are but 
the ſentiments of Dr. Owen and Mr. Baxter. 
The former ſays, © The command of Gop is 
the ground and reaſon of all religious wor- 
% ſhip. The angels are to worſhip the Lord 
« Chriſt the Mediator, and the ground of their 
«* ſo doing is Gop's command. He faith, Wor- 
« /hip him all ye angels.”* The latter declares, 
« Had Gop bid me pray to angels, I would 
« not have refuſed it, but have taken it for wy 
&« honour,” ? 

It may be juſt, but it is not the leſs palaful 
for me, to obſerve, that Mr. Robinſon neither 
with Mr. Bennet concerning the Mediator, 
nor with Mr. Browne concerning mediatorial 
worſhip, nor with what is juſt now quoted from 


his 222 for the divinity of Chriſt, when he after- 
wards 


z "ONE s ſober and charitable diſquifition. concerning 
the importance of the Trinity. He was author of a Hymu 
Book, and of an excellent Anſwer to Chriſtianity as old as. 
the Creation. 

o Owen on Heb. Vol. i. page 98. 


Baxter . Practical Works. Vol. iii. page 894. 
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wards ſays in the ſame. excellent plea, & Do 
.* chriſtians worſhip Jeſus Chriſt? We do not 
t worſhip the man Jeſus, but we do. worſhip 
“ the Gop, who dwells in the man, for in him 
% dwelleth all the fulneſs of the Ged-head bodily.” 
As for Mr, Bennet and Mr. Browne, if the 
weight oſ their authority could receive any addi- 
tion from men as fallible as themſelves, they had 
long before the concurrence of the aſſembly of 
divines at Weſtminſter, whoſe confeſſion of faith 
ſays, * That prayer may be acceptable to Goo, 
© it is to be made in the name of the Son,” In 
their larger catechiſm they more expreſsly teach, 
* That prayer is to be made to Goo alone, and 
© to none other; and there being none in hea- 
ven or earth appointed to, or fit for, the glo- 
« rious work of Mediator, but Chriſt alone, we 
&« are to pray in no other name but his only.“ 
And in their Horter catechiſm they give this de- 
finition; viz, © Prayer is the offering up of our 
deſires to Gor for things agreeable to his will 
jn the name of Chriſt,” —— Perhaps no one 
more exactly agreed in judgment with the aſſem- 
bly of divines than Dr. Thomas Manton, and par- 
ticularly in what he ſays on this head. Then 
* do we honour the Trinity in unity, not when 
« we conceive of the myſtery, but when we 
* make a religious uſe of this high advantage, 
to come to Gop, in the name of Chriſt, by the 
„ Spirit, and look for all from Gop in Chriſt 
* thro* the Holy Ghoſt, Direct your prayers 
© to Gov the Father; Chriſt prayed to the Fa- 
« ther, 
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ther, I thank thee, O Father, Lord of heaven 
and earth; ſo the ſaints in their addreſſes. For 
tis cauſe I bow my knees unto the Father of our 
« Lord Jeſus Chriſt, (Pray) in the name of 
« Chriſt, H/hatſeever ye ſhall aſk in my name, that 
* will I do. (Pray) by the Spirit, Praying in the 
« Holy Ghoſt — Likewiſe the Spirit itſelf alſo help- 
t eth our infirmities— becauſe he maketh interceſ- 
.* fron for the ſaints according to the will of God. 
% Chriſtians need not puzzle themſelves about 
& conceiving of Three in One, and One in 
« Three; but let them in this manner come to 
God, and it ſufficeth; make God the object, 
*« and Chriſt the means of acceſs, and look for 
„ help from the Spirit.“ 

Thus while public ſermans, and prayers, are 
conducted with a ſcriptural wiſdom and can- 
dour, they will carry a forcible conviction to 
every intelligent hearer, that what is ſpoken hath 
a ſalutary tendency, and the more ſa, as it ap- 
pears to be delivered with a right temper of 
mind. Our humility, ſays Dr. Leechman, 
© ought to appear in the manner in which we 
e hold and deliver our ſentiments and opinions. 
« There is a pulpit-modeſty, which is very 
« beautiful and engaging; as there is a pulpit- 
pride, extremely diſagreeable and diſguſting, 
Nothing can make a more odious appearance 
than pride preaching up humility, and a man 
« deſcribing himſelf as exceeding little, when it 


« plainly appears, he hath an idea of himſelf as 
G * exceed- 


* Manton's Works, Vol. 3. p. 272. Fol. 
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9 exceeding great. In order to preſerve a pro- 


per modeſty as to our notions and ſentiments 


about things of doubtful diſputation, and the 
circumſtantials of religion, and to abate that 
poſitiveneſs in our own way, which is ſo op- 
poſite to real humility, and which leads us 
to complain of the pride of other men's un- 
derſtanding, when there is no other reaſon for 


the charge, than that they cannot adopt our. 


notions or phraſes : let us ſeriouſly aſk our- 
ſelves the following queſtions, Can I pre- 
tend to a clearer underſtanding, to a more di- 
ligent and impartial enquiry into revelation, 
or to greater degrees of divine illumination, 
than all thoſe who differ in opinion from me? 
What grounds have I to imagine, that I am in 
the full poſſeſſion of all divine truth? Dol 
not acknowledge, that I may err? What ſe- 
curity then have I, that I do not actually err, 
in ſome inſtances, amidſt the multitude of 
opinions which I hold ? May I not be in a 
miſtake, nay in many miſtakes, though I am 
not conſcious of the particular inſtances ? Is 
there not ground to expect, that the admiſſion 
into the regions of perfect light will prove, 
not only an enlargement, but a correction of 
former views, to men of the wiſeſt, beſt and 
faireſt minds ? Such queſtions ſeriouſly put 
and urged upon our own conſciences, in ſi- 


lence and retirement, and under the awful 


impreſſion of the preſence of the great ſearcher 


of hearts, would naturally check that pre- 
| ſumptuous 


= FF} 
© ſumptuous confidence, that our own particu- 
lar views are right, which is {6 common in the 
% world, and ſo frequently accompanied with 
* that wrath of man, which never worketh the 
„ righteouſneſs of God. Such ſerious ſoliloquies 


e would lead us to ſuſpect, that we are depart- 


ing from the meekneſs and humility of the 


* goſpel ſpirit, when we allow ourſelves to think 
« and to ſpeak hardly of others, becauſe they 


do not ſee every thing juſt in the ſame light 


% with us, or have not freedom to expreſs them 


« ſelves in our phraſes; which are perhaps not 
4 only unſcriptural, but were unknown in the 
« chriſtian church for many centuries, and can 


% claim no better, nor higher original, than the 
« dregs of the ſcholaſtic philoſophy. There 


may be phraſes, not ſtrictiy ſcriptural, which 
„ muſt be acknowledged to be venerable by 
< their hoary antiquity, Bur even theſe ought 
* not to be too much urged upon honeſt and 


tender minds.“ 
Here, Sir, permit me to mention thoſe objec- 


tions, to the firſt edition of this letter, with which 


ſeveral divines have honoured me, and to ſome 
of which you will probably think it a fufficienc 
anſwer only to ſtate them. 


Becauſe the word, Trinity, is refined as 


unknown to the apoſtolic fathers, and the abuſe 
of it as diſpleaſing to Luther and Calvin, I am 


therefore accuſed of attempting wholly ro ex- 
vt the word icfelf, On the contrary, I not 
G 2 7. 0 only 


r Leechman's Wi i/dom of God in the goſpel revelation. page 
ua 


6 1 
only allow it to be innocent, but naturally to 
expreſs any unity or agreement between three 
perſons or things. A Trinity, ſays Arch- 
biſhop Tillotſon, is nothing but three of any 
* thing. So a Trinity of perſons is no more 
% than three perſons. But I beg leave to aſk, 
whether this word be uſeful or innocent in a 
prayer, as it tends to hide from multitudes, the 
infinitely important and the only way of obtain- 
ing divine forgiveneſs and acceptance, even our 
coming to Gop for mercy«through his Son Jeſus 
Chriſt, by the Holy Spirit ? 

When I endeavour to prove the incompe- 
tency of any phraſes, fully to expreſs a fublime 
doctrine of pure revelation, I am accuſed of a 
deſign to repreſent the doctrine itſelf as of little 
importance, and even to advance principles 
that lead to univerſal ſcepticiſm. Accuſations, 
ſo formidable in their appearance, but in reality 
ſo inoffenſive in their direction, can only ariſe 
from an immoderate eſteem for human creeds, 
and particularly the Athanaſian as if equal to 
ſcripture. Why is not Dr. Waterland himſelf as 
much. accuſed? Does not that champion for 
Athanaſianiſm allow, that this creed was never 
written by Athanaſius, who died about the year 
371. The Dr. conjectures, that Hilary, Biſhop 
ef Arles, compoſed it about 430, Perhaps with 
as little certainty Dr. Cave aſcribes it to Vigilius 
. Tapſenſis about 484, but ſeems on better autho- 
rity to add, that it was firſt ſpoken of by Theo-- 
dulphus Aurelianenſis about 821, and that it did 
not obtain in the churches before the year 1000, 

| nor 
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nor was generally in uſe till 1233, © Indeed, 
« ſays- Biſhop Burnet, no ſuch creed was ever 
* known in the world before the ejphth cen- 
% gur), and then it was given out as the creed of 
% Athanaſius, and ſo it grew to be received by 
„the Weſtern Church, perhaps the more early 
. becauſe it went under ſo great a name.“ 

It is urged, as 4 parallel caſe, that the doc- 
trine of divine omnipreſence is no more capable 
of particular explanation than this of the Tri- 
nity. But the learned and ingenidus objector 
will be pleaſed to conſider, that the former is a 
truth of natural religion, while the latter abſo- 
lutely depends on revelation ; in which view the 
caſes are far from being parallel, It is indeed 
granted, that both the doctrines, as far as relates 
to any merely human mode of explaining them, 
are equally ſuperior to the men a 
rr e Asen 

When the ſame learned and ingendous gentle- 
man aſcribes 20 art, rather than to 'candour, thoſe 
definitions of terms, by which I have endea- 
voured to aſcertain the ſenſe of human'phraſes ; 
I hope he will allow, that candour is not-leſs 
to be valued for endeavouring to ſpeak intel - 
ligibly and with preciſion, Does not that fiery 
nl. which kindles flames of controverſy in the 
G op + I. churches; 
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churches, uſually ariſe, in a great meaſure, from 
talking without ideas, and uttering ſounds with« 
out ſenſe? Hath not ſuch zeal too often been 
more bent upon magnifying the importance of 
the unſcriptural and unintelligible phraſes of 
fathers and ſchoolmen, than upon enforcing the 
grand and incontrovertible principles of chriſti- 
anity, and recommending the ſpirit and precepts 
of the goſpel to the practical regard of its 
hearers ? | 
It would be endleſs, and might ſeem — 
ous, to point out the writers, who have not al- 
ways defined their terms, and thereby have che · 
riſhed, though very undeſignedly, that in their 
readers, which is moſt oppoſite to candour. Per- 
mit me, Sir, only to mention three celebrated 
foreigners, — While Calvin wiſely cautioned 
againſt philoſophizing on the ſulſtance of Gop, 
and alſo againſt imagining there are three Gops; 
it is to be wiſhed he had explained his idea of 
three. perſons in one eſſence. His excellent coun» 
tryman, Saurin, in a ſermon on the drvinity of 
Chriſt, for want of defining the terms he there 
uſes, deprives us of the uſual pleaſure reſulting 
from a writer, whom we ſo juſtly admire for 
his penetration and perſpieuity. A third 
eminent author of the ſame nation is Abbadie, 
who, in a zreatiſe on the divinity of Chriſt, by 
leaving his terms undefined, is led to this 5 
carious manner of arguing; * that if his re- 
cc preſentation of the ſubje& is. not juſt, > a 
« Chriſt is an ä worſe than Mahomet, 
: and 


WOE 
« and deſerved the puniſhment he ſuffered,” 
By a like medium of argument, the opponents 
of Abbadie might have ſaid, © if our ſentiments 
© are not true, then the ſcripture i is not in- 
<« ſpired, and the writers of it are impoſtors.“ 
Were we ſo happy as to be always accurate in 
defining our terms, there would be leſs danger 


of our having recourſe to arguments, that prove 


nothing; or, of giving ſuch repreſentations, as 
are calculated, rather to inflame, than to en- 
lighten; or, of ſeeming to favour thoſe names 
of obloquy, which a blind, rather than a male- 
volent zeal, is ſo induſtrious to propagate. 
Indeed, accurate definition is one grand expe- 
dient for diſtinguiſhing truth from error, or 
what is ſcriptural from what is merely human. 

Though Dr. Manton makes no attempt to 
define the meaning of © three in one, and one 
“ in three;” yet he gives us a rich equiva- 
lent, by expreſsly adviſing © chriſtians not to 
puzzle themſelves about it.” This was ad- 
vice no: leſs proper to illuſtrate his, ſubject. 
(He that cometh to God, muſt believe that he is) 
than to edify ſuch chriſtians, who, being but 
little acquainted with controverſy, are moſt of 
all ſolicitous about their own improvement in 
a divine life and temper. It is pity, as the 
. well ſuggeſts, that fuch perſons ſhould 

| | 6 4 10417 have 
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have their peace of mind interrupted, when 
drawing nigh to Gop in religious worſhip, by 
needleſsly puzzling themſelves, above what is 
written, concerning the object of their wor- 
ſhip. It is pity their apprehenſions of their 
fellow-worſhippers ſhould in the leaſt deviate 
from brotherly kindneſs and charity, only becauſe 
they fancy it neceſſary that there ſhould be an 
exact agreement in ſome unſcriptural niceties. 
For compoſing ſuch pious minds, the Doctor's 
advice is moſt excellent.” And with no other 
view but to ſecond his endeavours, let me en- 
treat you, Sir, to recollect how we have de- 
fined philoſophical and political perſonality, to- 
gether with the diſtinction between the peculiar 
ſentiments of Tritheiſts, Modaliſts and Unita- 
rians. All of them perfectly agree in this, 
that the perſon, who was born of the virgin 
Mary, and who died on the croſs, was in rea- 
lity a man, and that the ſupreme Gop was 
not born, neither died. All 7 ritheiſts and 
Moadaliſts, together with multitudes of Unita- 
rians, are alſo agreed, that there is an intimate 
union, between the ſupreme God, and the 
perſon who was born of the virgin, and who 
died on the croſs, but that the nature of this 
union is, in the preſent ſtate, inexplicable. You 
will now aſk, Sir, wherein they differ ? To this 
I anſwer, that thoſe Unitarians, to whom I 
have been referring, ſuppoſe there is but one 
perſon in the Godhead, and that the man 


Chriſt Jeſus is united to that one perſon, On 
the 


CE on] 


the other, hand all the Tritheits maintain, that 


there are three perſons. in the Godhead, and 
that the man Chriſt Jeſus is united to the ſe- 
cond perſon of the three. As for the Modaliſta, 


they all agree with ſuch Unitarians in idea, and 


with the Tritheiſts in language. From this re- 
markable difference between them, not merely 
candour, but truth and juſtice oblige us to 
draw the following obvious concluſions. They 
all conceive of the man Chriſt Jeſus as inti- 
mately united to ſupreme divinity, — They all 
deſign to aſcribe to him the higheſt honour. — 


Thoſe that aſcribe to him an union to the 


whole Godhead, cannot be juſtly ſuppoſed to 
do him leſs honour, than others who only aſ- 
cribe to him an union with the ſecond. perſon 
in the Godhead, — However their aſcriptions 
of the higheſt honour may ſeem to differ, the 
real honour of Chriſt muſt ſtill be the ſame in 
itſelf, and their ſincere deſign will be equally 
entitled to his favourable regard. — Their dif- 
ferent aſcriptions cannot poſſibly make any 
difference in Chriſt's power or willingneſs to 
ſave them, as long as they ſincerely love and 
unreſervedly obey him, — Nor can their differ- 
ent aſcriptions neceſſarily affect the truth and 
glory of chriſtianity, nor the preſent edifica- 
tion and comfort, much leſs the future happi- 


neſs of real chriſtians, — But if they cenſure 


and condemn one another, merely on account 
of ſuch different aſcriptions, it may too pro- 
perly be ſaid, that they know not what ſpirit 

| | they 
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they are of. — On the contrary, they may, in 4 
perfect conſiſtence with their different appre- 
henſions and aſcriptions, agree together all of 
them to ſpeak the ſame thing, even in prayer 
and preaching, and by doing ſo, they will 
roll away the reproaches, which their mutual 
and violent contentions on this ſubject, have 
too generally brought upon their chriſtian pro- 
feſſion, and will moſt effeually promote the 
edification of the churches, and the peace of 
their own minds. 

On the whole, whatever diſagreement there 
hath been, or may continue to be, in the man- 
ner of conception or expreſſion concerning 
the divine nature, it is happy for us, that there 
is little or none concerning divine love. Lov- 


ing Gop is the life of religion. Therefore our 


bleſſed Lord, who is himſelf the grand me- 


dium of religion, aſked Peter, and with him 
every chriſtian, and every chriſtian miniſter, 


Loveſt "thou me? Nothing could be more eaſy 


and intelligible in itſelf, or more important 
and intereſting to all his followers, But that 


his miniſters might, at once, diſcern the ſin- 


cerity of their own love to him, and be ex- 


cited to fulfil their miniſtry for him, he added, 
Feed my ſheep, feed my lambs. Thus they are 


* — 


directed to the beſt expedient for accompliſh- 


ing the beſt work in the world; that is, by 


love to Chrift to draw multitudes to love him. 


Their ſincerely attempting this, and much more 
their ſucceeding in it, is of infinitely greater 
| impor- 
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importance, and will be infinitely more for 
their honour and happineſs, than diſputing 
about the doctrine of the Trinity, or gaining 
over others to what they may imagine the moſt 
rational and ſcriptural ideas or language con- 
cerning it, Your partiality, Sir, in my favour, 
will eaſily credit me, (and O may my witneſs be 
in heaven, and my record on high !) that in this 
one point are centered the unwearied laboury 
and fervent prayers of 


Your's, &c. 


Kidderminſter, 
Jan, 20, 1777. 
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